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Editorial 


Dear Reader, 

The Ebola Scare 


drug companies are routinely charged with 
felony crimes for bribery and price fixing? 



After the failure of the swine flu scam, yet 
another scam is being hatched, this time it is 
Ebola flesh eating pathogen. The common factor 
in all of these scams, is that you can be sure that 
cure is worst than the disease!! 

How can U.S. health authorities claim there is 
zero risk from Ebola patients being treated in 
U.S. hospitals when those same hospitals can't 
control superbug infections? "Many hospitals are 
poorly prepared to contain any pathogen. That’s 
why at least 75,000 people a year die from 
hospital infections. If hospitals can’t stop 
common infections like MRSA, C. diff and 
VRE, they can’t handle Ebola." 


We are warned in the Scriptures that in the last 
days, there would be pestilence amongst all the 
other woes that would befall us. It’s clear now 
that the evil one’s offspring are those responsible. 

This and all the other curses that have come upon 
us are what we, the Israel people, would incur 
for the support we have given to Yahweh’s 
enemies, which is so very prevalent in the 
protestant churches and not to mention all the 
money that our governments are showering on 
that Pariah state in the Middles East! 

Just like Job of old, we the Caucasian people, 
the true Israel have lost everything and similarly 
are plagued with sores. Yahweh has said, that 
until we repent of our evil ways and enquire of 
Him, we will continue to be tormented by the 
Devil’s offspring now pulling the levers of power. 

However, that day will surely come when the 
tares/goats will be removed from our midst. 
Praise Yahweh! May that day come quickly!! 

Editor 

thene wensi gn@ email. com 


How can we trust a medical system that 
continues to put mercury in flu shots, refuses to 
reco mm end vitamin D to cancer patients and has 
been criminally corrupted to the point where 
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"The Earth Is The Lords" 
By: 

Arnold Kennedy 


INTRODUCT 

ION 

T hat God 

is not a 
universal 
ist racially, that is, 
Scripture does not 
show that God 
treats all races 
equally, has been 
expounded in the 
author’s book, 


In this paper we will look at the question of land, 
to see if God treats all parts of the surface of the 
planet equally. This will lead us on to the 
Millennial Kingdom. It will be "news" to most 
Church people that, in the Bible, some parts of 
the globe’s surface are, or are to be, considered 
as God’s special property, whilst some are not. 

"EARTH" - "LAND" - "GROUND," ETC. 

We will make a start by considering some verses 
containing some of the words, such as 
"earth","land", "ground", "field", "dust", 
"world", and "people", which unfortunately have 
been very well mixed up by translators. Seldom 
do any of these words mean the whole globe, 
and the latter two do not normally refer to 
humanity in general. Let us consider two verses 
to start with: 



1 Corinthians 10:26+28 For the earth is the 
Lord’s, and the fullness thereof. 

Without an examination of the context and the 
individual words in this, it would easily be taken 
that "the earth" refers to the whole globe, but the 
world for "earth" in this Psalm is " ‘erets". As 
each nation had its own "‘erets" or individual 
land, the word "earth" refers to that one 
particular land of the context. The context of the 
verses above is described as being "The Lord’s". 
Also, the word "world" here is "tebel" and 
likewise this is used in a localised sense, that is, 
it is used of a particular places, such as where 
crops are grown or where lightning actually 
strikes. Thus these verses refer to a limited land 
area of the globe’s surface. 

The use of two of these words in conjunction is 
not uncommon. 

Psalm 98:7-9 Let the sea roar, and the fulness 
thereof; the world, and they that dwell therein. 
Let the floods clap their hands: let the hills be 
joyful together Before the LORD; for he cometh 
to judge the earth: with righteousness shall he 
judge the world, and the people with equity. 

Again, the "earth" is ‘erets and "the world" is 
"tebel". In, "The Lord shall judge his people" 
there is a limitation to "His people" (= laos) that 
few might expect. Certainly this limitation is not 
popular church teaching. Likewise the "earth" is 
that "earth" of His people. 


Psalm 24:1-6 The earth is the LORD’S, and the 
fullness thereof; the world, and they that dwell 
therein. For he hath founded it upon the seas, 
and established it upon the floods. 

Who shall ascend into the hill of the LORD? or 
who shall stand in his holy place? He that hath 
clean hands, and a pure heart; who hath not lifted 
up his soul unto vanity, nor sworn deceitfully. 
He shall receive the blessing from the LORD, 
and righteousness from the God of his salvation. 
This is the generation of them that seek him that 
seek thy face, O Jacob. Selah. 


Earlier in Psalm 98 we read, "He hath 
remembered his mercy and his truth toward the 
house of Israel: all the ends of the earth have seen 
the salvation of our God. Make a joyful noise 
unto the LORD, all the earth: make a loud noise, 
and rejoice, and sing praise". That the people 
concerned are isolated to, "The House of Israel" 
is confirmed by the context and also by the use 
of the Hebrew word -"‘am" = "people", a word 
which is used of a tribe or kindred people. The 
"ends of the earth" is limited also to this context, 
and the phrase has to do with boundaries of land. 

Obviously there is prophetic content because the 
passage is about seeing the salvation of the ‘our 
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God", that is, "The God of Israel", in the future. 
As quoted, Psalm 24 has a tense problem. The 
"is" in the first verse is an added word as seen 
by the italics in the KJV, so it can be ignored. 
The second verse is future tense, "Who shall 
ascend into the hill of the LORD? or who shall 
stand in his holy place". This is amongst the 
millennium psalms and concerns the time when, 
"For the kingdom is the Lord's and he is the 
governor among the nations", that is, He is the 
governor of those nations of the context. The 
inclusion of the article here denotes the Israelite 
nations. At present we are taught to still pray, 
"Thy kingdom come. Thy will be done in earth, 
as it is in heaven", so the time of the Lord being 
"governor" is future. This Psalm concerns a 
generation of the future. "This is [added word in 
italics] the generation of them that seek him, that 
seek thy face, 0 God of Jacob. Selah.[verse 6]. 
All the kingdoms on the globe are not spoken of 
as belonging to God, and the word "generation" 
in the Greek of the LXX is a word meaning 
"race-stock-family-tribe". 

In His temptation, Jesus confirmed that all the 
kingdoms of this entire globe did not belong to 
Him. 


Matthew 4:8-10 Again, 
the devil taketh him up into 
an exceeding high 
mountain, and sheweth him 
all the kingdoms of the 
world, and the glory of 
them; And saith unto him, 
All these things will I give 
thee, if thou wilt fall down 
and worship me. Then 
saith Jesus unto him, Get thee hence, Satan: for 
it is written, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy 
God, and him only shalt thou serve. 

The nature of the future tense in our first verse 
quoted in Psalm 24 is confirmed in the verses 
below: 


a king, the king’s people, the king’s territory and 
the king’s laws. The King’s laws were made a 
covenant only with Israel. Descriptions of the 
king’s territory are plentiful, such as: 

Gen. 13:15 "For all the land which thou seest, 
to thee will I give it, and to thy seed for ever". 

There is no mention of this being swapped for 
another territory, even if Israel was expelled 
from that land for disobedience, in terms of the 
Covenant. Prophecy determines that a remnant 
of Israel would again return to that land. 

Revelation 11:18 And the nations were angry, 
and thy wrath is come, and the time of the dead, 
that they should be judged, and that thou 
shouldest give reward unto thy servants the 
prophets, and to the saints, and them that fear 
thy name, small and great; and shouldest destroy 
them which destroy the earth. 

Here we find a different word for "earth" [ge] 
which usually refers to the whole surface of the 
globe. The "nations" that are described in verse 
18 as being angry is the word "ethnos" or races. 
Look at this question, "Are then all the races 
rewarded or just, "Thy servants the prophets and 
the saints?" 

Now we are looking at a difference between 
people and land territory. Some of the territory 
on the planet is described being ‘holy’ or 
separate and as belonging to God. One part is the 
land promised to his "holy" = "separated" people, 
known as "The Promised Land". God says He 
cares in particular for this piece of land. 

Deuteronomy 11:11-12 But the land, whither 
ye go to possess it, is a land of hills and valleys, 
and drinketh water of the rain of heaven: A land 
which the LORD thy God careth for: the eyes of 
the LORD thy God are always upon it, from the 
beginning of the year even unto the end of the 
year. 



Revelation 11:15, "And the seventh angel Here we find God separating one part of the 
sounded; and there were great voices in heaven, planet from other parts, and note this is ‘always’. 
saying, The kingdoms of this world are become 

the kingdoms of our Lord, and of his Christ; and This particular piece of real estate is that 
he shall reign for ever and ever". promised to Abraham, and confirmed to Isaac 

and Jacob. 

"The Kingdoms of this world" are those 

kingdoms of the particular "kosmos" of the Genesis 17:7-8 And I will establish my covenant 
context only. To be a "kingdom", there must be between me and thee and thy seed after thee in 
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their generations for an everlasting covenant, to 
be a God unto thee, and to thy seed after thee. 
And I will give unto thee, and to thy seed after 
thee, the land wherein thou art a stranger, all 
the land of Canaan, for an everlasting 
possession; and I will be their God. 


Isaiah 14:25, "That I will break the Assyrian in 
my land, and upon my mountains tread him 
under foot: then shall his yoke depart from off 
them, and his burden depart from off their 
shoulders. This is the purpose that is purposed 
upon the earth. ” 


Here again we find the "everlasting" or "always" 
confirmed. Therefore this piece of land, known 
as the Promised Land, is God’s forever. It is the 
inheritance of Israel, even if Israel is expelled so 
that the Land can enjoy her Sabbaths whilst 
Israel is in exile. The time of this land becoming 
"an everlasting possession" will come - Israelites 
have had some temporary possession, as shown 
in Old Testament history, but the Land remains 
Israel’s future inheritance. 

"MY LAND", "THE LAND OF ISRAEL", 
AND "MY MOUNTAINS 



These are unique expressions that are all found 
in Ezekiel 38, a fact that might well upset some 
people with a traditional British Israel 
interpretation of this prophecy. 

"My land" is a sanctified place, 2 Chron. 7:20, 
"Then will I pluck them up by the roots out of 
my land which I have given them; and this house, 
which I have sanctified for my name". That 
being plucked up by the roots happened does not 
change the 'set apart' or sanctified nature of "My 
Land". "My land", and "Upon My mountains", 
is where God says He will come to "break the 
Assyrian". 


"MY LAND" is a select place indeed. It is where 
God will come to plead for His people. 

Joel 3:2 "I will also gather all nations, and will 
bring them down into the valley of Jehoshaphat, 
and will plead with them there for my people and 
for my heritage Israel, whom they have scattered 
among the nations, and parted my land". 

What is parted? It is "My land". Here "nations" 
is not "‘am", or God’s people, but is a different 
word. It is where God will eliminate the 
Idumeans (Edomites)-Ezek. 36:5. The word 
"heritage" is "nachalah" that is used in the sense 
of land property rather than of people. 

"MY MOUNTAINS" is an interesting phrase - 
one reference is Isaiah 65:9, "And I will bring 
forth a seed out of Jacob, and out of Judah an 
inheritor of my mountains: and mine elect shall 
inherit it, and my servants shall dwell there". 
When? It is after the slaughter of God's people 
who, "did evil before mine eyes, and did choose 
that wherein I delighted not" -V12. 

"My mountains" is a particular place where a 
despondent and afflicted Israel becomes 
eventually comforted. 

Isaiah 49:11 And I will make all my mountains 
a way, and my highways shall be exalted. 
Behold, these shall come from far: and, lo, these 
from the north andfrom the west; and these from 
the land of Sinim. 

Sing, O heavens; and be joyful, O earth; and 
break forth into singing, O mountains: for the 
LORD hath comforted his people, and will have 
mercy upon his afflicted. 

Those who declare that God has finished with 
the Promised Land should note that God’s people 
are to be gathered from where they were 
scattered, to the original place where they were 
expelled from originally. They were expelled 
from the Holy Land and we will see that 
eventually they will return there. In the interval 
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Israelites are "placed" outside of the Promised 
Land because of their iniquity. 

A PLACE FOR GOD’S PEOPLE DURING 
THE DIASPORA 

When God dispossessed His people from "My 
Land", He appointed a place for His people so 
that "His land" might "enjoy her Sabbaths"- 
(Levit.26:34+43). The theory that the USA is 
Zion has arisen because of the failure to separate: 

The placement of Israel outside of Palestine for 
a punishment period, and The re-gathering of 
Israel after this. 

Before we continue, it would be well to establish 
that there is this difference. 

Quoting Rev. 12:14, "And to the woman were 
given two wings of a great eagle, that she might 
fly into the wilderness, into her place, where she 
is nourished for a time, and times, and half a 
time, from the face of the serpent". This sums up 
an area of prophecy which shows that Israel was 
cast out to, "where she hath a place prepared of 
God, that they should feed her there a thousand 
two hundred and threescore days". The point is, 
the time in the "wilderness" is for a fixed limited 
stated time. Something else happens after that. 



The Diaspora (or scattering of Israel among other 
nations) comes to an end when Israel is delivered 
or "gathered" from among the other nations. The 
Diaspora is not confined to Judah, as some want 
to claim to support a view that "Zion" equates 
with the USA. 

This gathering principle starts to be expressed 
early in the piece, such as in: 

1 Chron. 16:35, "And say ye, Save us, O God of 
our salvation, and gather us together, and 
deliver us from the heathen, that we may give 
thanks to thy holy name, and glory in thy praise. 


Blessed be the LORD God ofIsrael for ever and 
ever. And all the people said, Amen". 

Can we all not agree and say, "Amen" to this? 
This is not the only passage expressing this with 
an "Amen" at the end. 

The time of the end is when, "Behold the Lord 
God will come ", e.g.: 

Isaiah 40:9, "O Zion, that bringest good tidings, 
get thee up into the high mountain; O Jerusalem, 
that bringest good tidings, lift up thy voice with 
strength; lift it up, be not afraid; say unto the 
cities of Judah, Behold your God! Behold, the 
Lord GOD will come with strong hand, and his 
arm shall rule for him: behold, his reward is with 
him, and his work before him. He shall feed his 
flock like a shepherd: he shall gather the lambs 
with his arm, and carry them in his bosom, and 
shall gently lead those that are with young". 

Can we not see that the timing of the two events 
is different? Can we not see that different time 
periods are involved, with one temporary and 
one ongoing? 

Isaiah 5:7, "For a small moment have I forsaken 
thee; but with great mercies will I gather thee. 
In a little wrath I hid my face from thee for a 
moment; but with everlasting kindness will I 
have mercy on thee, saith the LORD thy 
Redeemer". 

Or as Jeremiah puts it: 

Jer 35,1-12, "At the same time, saith the LORD, 
will I be the God of all the families ofIsrael, and 
they shall be my people. Thus saith the LORD, 
The people which were left of the sword found 
grace in the wilderness; even Israel, when I went 
to cause him to rest. The LORD hath appeared 
of old unto me, saying, Yea, I have loved thee 
with an everlasting love: therefore with loving 
kindness have I drawn thee. Again I will build 
thee, and thou shalt be built, O virgin of Israel: 
thou shalt again be adorned with thy tabrets, and 
shalt go forth in the dances of them that make 
merry. Thou shalt yet plant vines upon the 
mountains of Samaria: the planters shall plant, 
and shall eat them as common things. For there 
shall be a day, that the watchmen upon the mount 
Ephraim shall cry, Arise ye, and let us go up to 
Zion unto the LORD our God. For thus saith the 
LORD; Sing with gladness for Jacob, and shout 
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among the chief of the nations: publish ye, praise 
ye, and say, O LORD, save thy people, the 
remnant of Israel ”. 

8 Behold, I will bring them from the north 
country, and gather them from the coasts of the 
earth, and with them the blind and the lame, the 
woman with child and her that travaileth with 
child together: a great company shall return 
thither. They shall come with weeping, and with 
supplications will I lead them: I will cause them 
to walk by the rivers of waters in a straight way, 
wherein they shall not stumble: for I am a father 
to Israel, and Ephraim is my firstborn. 

10 Hear the word of the LORD, O ye nations, 
and declare it in the isles afar off, and say, He 
that scattered Israel will gather him, and keep 
him, as a shepherd doth his flock. For the LORD 
hath redeemed Jacob, and ransomed him from 
the hand of him that was stronger than he". 

How else can we read, "Behold, I will bring them 
from the north country, and gather them from 
the coasts of the earth, and with them the blind 
and the lame, the woman with child and her that 
travaileth with child together: a great company 
shall return thither", and "He that scattered Israel 


will gather him, and keep him, as a shepherd 
doth his flock". 

Jer. 32:37, "Behold, I will gather them out of all 
countries, whither I have driven them in mine 
anger, and in my fury, and in great wrath; and I 
will bring them again unto this place". 

To what place? So we can see here both the 
Diaspora and the "gathering" in this verse. 

All this has nothing to do with, "Judeo- 
Christian" or Jewish doctrine as both of these 
give wrong identification of who is concerned, 
even if they may have the "this place" right. 

These two passages say the diaspora is not for 
all time, and the verse above, and a host of 
others, declare Israel is to be "gathered". There 
are too many verses like Ezekiel 11:17, 
"Therefore say, Thus saith the Lord GOD; I will 
even gather you from the people, and assemble 
you out of the countries where ye have been 
scattered, and I will give you the land of Israel", 
that confirm this. 

To be continued 


Misconceptions About Josephus, The Judean (3) 
Or, How To Tell the Difference Between a 
Jew and an Israelite! 

By Pastor Eli James 



Judaism Is the Re¬ 
ligion of the Anti- 
Christ 


T! 


I HE oldest 
deception 
going is the 
fable that Judaism is 
the religion of the 
Old Testament. In 
the Nov.-Dee. issue of Messianic Perspectives, 
a magazine devoted to the fable that Jesus was 
a Jew, Dr. Gary Hedrick and John Kanter (a 
graduate of the pro-Zionist Dallas Theological 
Seminary) say this: "In the Jewish Bible (the 
Tanakh, known to Christians as the ‘Old Testa¬ 
ment’), the Hebrew term for ‘gospel’ is besor- 
ah..." — from page 1, an article entitled "The 
Gospel of Moses." 


This is an example of myth-making, for there is 
NO SUCH THING AS "The Jewish Bible." The 
Bible was written by Israelites and Judahites, 
none of whom were ethnic Jews. Every time 
someone repeats this fable, the fabric of history 
is distorted; and the Big Lie that the Old Testa¬ 
ment is a "Jewish Book" is, by endless repeti¬ 
tion, maintained as a false fact in the minds of 
billions. This myth-making has been going on 
for centuries. As long as you assume that Jews 
and Israelites are the same people, then you will 
never understand how history has been distorted. 

It is quite easy to demonstrate the vast number 
of non-Covenantal teachings that are being pur¬ 
veyed in the name of the Bible. The Jews claim 
to speak in the name of Moses while the Judeo- 
Christians claim to speak in the name of Christ. 
Both Judaism and Judeo-Christianity are the 
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fulfilment of the prophecy of the Great Aposta¬ 
sy as spelled out by Paul in many passages. 
They are also the fulfilment of the STRONG 
DELUSION prophecy. 



II Thess. 2:3: "Let no man deceive you by any 
means: for that day [the coming of Christ in 
judgment] shall not come, except there come a 
falling away first, and that man of sin be re¬ 
vealed, the son of perdition." 

Of course, that man of sin is the Talmudic rabbi, 
the deceiver of the whole world, the creator of 
Zionism and communism, the Great Pretender 
to the heritage of Moses. 

Regarding those deceived: 

Isa. 66:4, "7 also will choose their delusions, 
and will bring their fears upon them; because 
when I called, none did answer; when I spake, 
they did not hear: but they did evil before mine 
eyes, and chose that in which I delighteth not." 

II Thess. 2:11,12: "Andfor this cause God shall 
send them strong delusion, that they should 
believe a lie: That they might all be damned who 
believed not the truth, but had pleasure in un¬ 
righteousness. " 

Here, self-righteousness and unrighteousness 
can be considered equivalent. The Judeo-Chris- 
tian world is self-righteous in its own conceits; 
and Judaism, the "tradition of the elders," passes 
itself off as the ultimate authority on scriptural 
interpretation. Thus, the two worlds of Judaism 
and modem "Christianity" can be seen as hu¬ 
manistic Apostasy, par excellence, having taken 
Scripture and reshaped it in such a way that it 
has become the opposite of what the Hebrew 
and Greek authors wrote and taught. Yahweh’s 
prophets have been reinterpreted to be permis¬ 
sive lamebrains, when the reality is that they 
were "fire and brimstone" critics of humanism 
and Judaism. 


This historical animosity between Judaism and 
Christianity never ceased until the advent of the 
modem communications media, which are mo¬ 
nopolistically controlled by Zionist Jews. No 
Palestinians are ever allowed to present their 
case against Zionism. No Identity Christians are 
allowed to present their case against the Great 
Impersonation. No revisionist historians are al¬ 
lowed to present their case against the 
Hoaxacaust.. .and no one breathes a word about 
the House of Rothschild. You know who the 
real dictator is by the fact that no one dares to 
criticize him. 

These two predominant themes, Judaism and 
Judeo-Christianity, present us with a FALSE 
DICHOTOMY of the Scriptures; and I can as¬ 
sure you that the rabbis of Judaism are masters 
at conceiving and implementing false dichoto¬ 
mies for our people to ruminate upon, thus 
wasting our time, lives, fortunes and ultimately 
our souls on needless debate and endless con¬ 
flicts, while the rabbis guffaw at our gullibility. 
Whole denominations have been founded upon 
these false dichotomies and non-Covenantal 
doctrines. Here is an example of one of the most 
basic false dichotomies: 

Replacement Theology 

(Explanatory Note: A Hegelian Dialectic 
(named after the German Philospher, Hegel) is 
a philosophical argument which consists of two 
contradictory propositions, Thesis and Antithe¬ 
sis, that are mutually reconciled by a supposedly 
higher level of Truth, Synthesis. In political or 
religious terms, the Synthesis is often proposed 
by the very same people who have staged the 
two contradictory propositions, though few peo¬ 
ple are ever aware of this. Now, let us proceed.) 

In the form of a Hegelian Dialectic: 

Thesis: The Old Testament teaches that the Jews 
are "God’s chosen people." 

Antithesis: The New Testament teaches that the 
Jews were replaced by "Spiritual Israel." 

Synthesis: Judeo-Christianity. 

I am able to categorically refute all three of 
these propositions and state that the Synthesis is 
most definitely a false dichotomy. I can tell you 
right now that the Thesis is false; the Antithesis 
is false; and therefore the Synthesis is most 
definitely a false dichotomy. Only the most 
grandiose of deceptions could make this Syn¬ 
thesis possible; and that is what we have today: 
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Grandiose Talmudic Deception posing as Scrip¬ 
ture. 

Jesus said, "No one comes to the Father but 

through me" (John 14:6); yet we have main¬ 
stream Christian churches touting Judaism, Hin¬ 
duism, Buddhism, Islam and even witchcraft as 
fashionable. Christianity, having become toler¬ 
ant of every anti-Christian doctrine that passes 
before the pulpit, has become delusional. Ecu¬ 
menism, also known as universalism, has be¬ 
come the latest fad flowing 
from the pulpits. 

Although the rabbis of 
Judaism are most happy to 
see Christians engaging in 
perverted doctrine, there 
are many Jews and Chris¬ 
tian dupes who refer to this 
false dichotomy as "re¬ 
placement theology." By 
this, they are referring to 
the replacement of physical Israel with spiritual 
Israel, the Christian "church." We in Christian 
Identity know that both Jew and Judeo-Chris- 
tian have it all wrong. Since the Edomite Jews 
were never part of either Judah or Israel in Old 
Testament times, the Jews cannot be the same as 
Israel. And since the "church" is not named in 
the Covenants of Yahweh, their claim is also 
false. Both Jew and church are false claimants. 
Neither deserves any recognition for their 
claims and neither is a party to the Covenants of 
Yahweh, which were/are made exclusively to 
the Children of Israel, the physical descend¬ 
ants of the Twelve Tribes. There is absolutely 
nothing in Scripture that even remotely suggests 
that the Covenants were transferred from True 
Israel to some other group. That is scriptural 
fantasy. 

Of course, there is still the moral requirement 
that we obey Yah’s Law in order to qualify for 
citizenship in the coming Kingdom. At Romans 
9:3-7, Paul elaborates on this theme: 

For I could wish that myself were accursed from 
Christ for my brethren [not for any other 
people than the Covenant People, Israel], my 
kinsmen according to the flesh: [Still have any 
doubt whom he is talking to or about?] WHO 
ARE ISRAELITES; to whom pertaineth the 
adoption, [Is it not clear that the ADOPTION 
pertains only to Israelites and not to all races or 
nations?] AND THE GLORY, AND THE 
COVENANTS, AND THE GIVING OF THE 
LAW, and the service of God, and the promises." 


How can such a statement be misconstrued as 
Replacement Theology? Only deliberate misin¬ 
terpretation can twist these words into univer¬ 
salism or into replacement theology. Paul is 
here affirming the Covenants, the Promises, the 
Law, the Service, and the Adoption (which 
means bringing the rebellious ones of Israel 
back into the fold), ALL OF WHICH WERE 
MADE EXCLUSIVELY TO THE CHILDREN 
OF ISRAEL AND NO ONE ELSE. 

Continuing with Paul: 

"Whose are the fathers, 
and of whom as concern¬ 
ing the flesh Christ came, 

who is over all, God bless¬ 
ed forever, Amen. NOT 
AS THOUGH THE 
WORD OF GOD HATH 
TAKEN NONE EFFECT 
[which is exactly what the 
Judeo-Christian ministry 
teaches when they deny that God’s promises to 
(True) Israel have been transferred to some 
"church" or to "Spiritual Israel"!!!]. For they are 
not all Israel, which are of Israel." 

What Paul is saying here is that, indeed, the 
promises were made to Israel as a hereditary 
nation ("as concerning the flesh"); but it is NOT 
ENOUGH to be an Israelite in the flesh. You 
also have to ACCEPT THE NEW COVE¬ 
NANT, WHICH IS NOTHING ELSE THAN 
ALLOWING THE LAW TO BE WRITTEN 
UPON OUR HEARTS, as per Jer. 31: 31-34. 

You cannot be a full citizen of the Kingdom 
unless you have accepted Yahweh’s Law within 
your own heart. Amazingly, those who teach 
that the Law has been abolished are completely 
ignorant of the Scriptural connection between 
the Old and New Testament verses just cited. 
The Law deniers ignore these passages because 
the Law is prominent in BOTH Covenants. I 
would say that these passages tend to refute 
their interpretation of Scripture. 

If you reject His Law, it does not matter what 
your skin colour is. But as a fleshly Israelite, 
your first duty is to accept His Law and write it 
upon your heart. It is patently false that Paul 
teaches that the Law has been abolished. 
Even non-identity scholars admit that "the law 
in ordinances that was nailed to the cross" was 
a reference ONLY to the blood rituals of the 
priesthood, the animal sacrifices for the remis¬ 
sion of sins. The Old Testament clearly teaches 
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that these rituals were only a temporary mani¬ 
festation permitted by Yahweh for our instruc¬ 
tion in the Law, so that we would take it 
seriously. Now, we are to become a kingdom of 
priests, such that all of us know the law so well 
that any formal priesthood will be obsolete. 
Instead, we will return to the priesthood of the 
order of Melchizedek, which is a return to patri¬ 
archal rule, with the head of each family being 
its High Priest. Paul explains this in great detail 
in the first ten Chapters of Hebrews. 

The teaching that the Whole Law has been 
replaced by mere "faith" is APOSTASY. That is 
not what Paul teaches; but it is what the false 
shepherds of Churchianity have been teaching, 
because they confuse the Whole Law with the 
sacrificial ordinances. 

I know what my critics are thinking: "But, Pas¬ 
tor Eli, aren’t the other races and nations 
SAVED by the Gospel? Jesus taught that the 
Gospel should be preached in all the world!" 
And, yes it has. But that does not change the fact 
that Yahweh has a particular people, a peculiar 

people, a CHOSEN PEOPLE, to whom He has 
given this assignment of re-establishing His 
Government here on planet earth. And that’s 
who we, the Anglo-Saxon, Caucasian people 
are. Now, are we going to fulfil our mission or 
are we going to try to "save the souls" of other 
races and nations while we let the Kingdom slip 
through our fingers? 

At Matt. 21:43, when Yahshua told the scribes 
and Pharisees, "The Kingdom shall be taken 
from you, and given to a nation bringing forth 
the fruits thereof," He was not admitting to them 
they had any legitimate right to it. These words 
imply no such thing. He was talking to Edomite 
Jews, not Judah. He knew that they had taken 
the kingdom by force. He knew that they were 
false husbandmen, not the legitimate ones. In 
Matt., Chapter 23, He also told them that they 
were sitting in Moses’ seat. That position was 
also usurped by them. They had no right to it in 
the first place; but there they were. 

This is confirmed at Matt. 21:18,19, where 
Yahshua cursed the whole fig tree , not just 
particular evil figs. From the Garden of Eden 
on, trees are symbolic of races and nations of 
people. The evil tree is the seedline of the Jews, 
who will be judged at the Judgment Day for the 
evil they have done against God’s True Chosen 
people, Anglo-Saxon Israel. 


"Behold, I will send my messenger, and he shall 
prepare the way before me: and the Lord, whom 
ye seek, shall suddenly come to his temple, even 
the messenger of the Covenant, whom ye 
delight in: behold, he shall come, saith Yahweh 
of hosts." (Mai. 3:1.) 

When was the last time 
you heard a Jewish 
rabbi or a Judeo-Chris- 
tian pulpit master 
preach a sermon on the 
covenants? 

Instead of converting 
the world by our 
preaching, we are sup¬ 
posed to convert the 
world BY OUR NA¬ 
TIONAL (FAMILY) 
EXAMPLE. Trying to save individual souls has 
been a complete failure, because a nation or 
people cannot be saved one person at a time. 
There are always too many reprobates who 
backslide into their old ways, once the Christian 
missionaries leave. Rather, other nations and 
races are "converted" by our national example, 
when we, as a society set apart for this purpose, 
exemplify Yah’s Law in our daily lives. History 
has proven that every time we try to convert 
other races to "Christianity," we wind up chang¬ 
ing OUR RELIGION INSTEAD !! This is pat¬ 
ently obvious today. For nearly one hundred 
years, America had set the exact example of 
segregated, Whites Only Christianity; and as a 
result, we became the most blessed nation and 
the most powerful nation on earth; and other 
nations looked to our example of liberty and 
justice, which very consciously, was based on 
our religious and racial exclusivism. 

The Gospel of the Kingdom has been replaced 
by the phoney "Gospel of Personal Salvation," 
when the Bible clearly teaches that the ONLY 
WAY THIS WORLD IS GOING TO BE 
SAVED IS THROUGH HIS CHOSEN PEO¬ 
PLE, ISRAEL...Anglo-Saxon Israel, that is, 
and not the Jews, who are impostors trying to 
prevent us from achieving our Glory. WE are 
His Chosen Family, and when we disabuse our¬ 
selves of this world’s Jewish materialism, then 
all will be blessed through us, according to the 
promises that were made to Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob. 
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"Brethren, my heart’s desire and prayer to God 
is for ISRAEL [NOT the Jews, not some church, 
nor some "spiritual" Israel] is that they might be 
saved." (Romans 10:1.) 


"Even so at this present time there is a remnant 
[of flesh and blood Israelites] according to the 
election of grace. [And this concept of "grace," 
meaning "favour," is accorded ONLY to the 
Covenant People, Israel.] And if by grace, then 
it is no more of works: otherwise grace is no 
more of grace. But if it be of works, then is it no 
more grace: otherwise work is no more work." 
(Romans 11:5-6.) 



action 6 


This confusing lan¬ 
guage is misconstrued 
by the universalists to 
apply to nonlsraeli- 
tes in their so-called 
"church age." It has 
no such meaning, for 
the language applies 
only to the literal chil¬ 
dren of Israel as hav¬ 
ing been redeemed by Yahshua at the cross. All 
that Paul is saying here is that we have been 
redeemed by Yahweh’s good favour . We have 
not earned it by our works!!!! He is not saying 
that our works are meaningless or insignificant, 
only that the sacrificial works of the old priest¬ 
hood could never be sufficient for our redemp¬ 
tion. Indeed, even today, as sinful as we still are, 
how can our handful of good works count 
against the mountain of demerits we have built 
up through ages of sinfulness? To stretch Paul’s 
words out beyond this simple concept of re¬ 
demption through forgiveness is illegitimate. In 
the next line he proves it: 


"What then? Israel [Who is he speaking of, 
children?] hath not obtained that which he [we] 
seeketh for; but the election hath obtained it, 
and the rest were blinded." (Verse 7.) 


Now, who are the elect? The ministers of Judeo- 
Christianity? I don’t think so!!! They, and their 
followers, are in fact those who are so BLIND¬ 
ED!! !! The elect are those of Israel who have 
seen the light of their election!!!!! WE are 
Yahweh’s servants and witnesses; and the ig¬ 
norant ministers of Judeo-Christianity are 
trying to take away from us what Yahweh 

has elected us for!!!! 


"Ye are my witnesses, saith Yahweh, and my 
servants whom I have chosen..." (Isa. 43:10.) 
Now, here is the 6 million dollar question: 


Which people has WITNESSED the True Gos¬ 
pel before the world? Certainly not the Jews 
with their Talmudic abominations!! Only White 
Christendom has been his historical witnesses. 
Amen. 

For the rest of the world, the choice is very 
simple: it’s either Jacob-Israel (the 

Adamic/Hebrew/Israelite elect) or the Jews. It’s 
OUR witness versus the Jewish version of 
Scripture. Have you had enough of the Jewish 
version yet? 

He Who Controls the Past Controls 
the Future 

Recently, I have stirred up a hornet’s nest of 
debate within Christian Identity over the issue 
of "Who Is a Jew?" The proper resolution of this 
debate is of utmost concern because it impinges 
directly upon the False Dichotomies presented 
herein. The reason why I always fall back upon 
history is to show how, why and where our 
current false dichotomies have originated. Un¬ 
failingly, these false dichotomies originate in 
the mind of the Jewish rabbi. Then, taking the 
cue from the rabbinate, the Jewish Media spring 
into action and promote these false dichotomies 
for public consumption. This is then followed 
by a "ground-breaking, thought-provoking" 
Jewish propaganda piece, such as "The DaVinci 
Code" or "The Last Temptation of Christ." Jew¬ 
ish fdm producers fabricate the scripts and pro¬ 
duce movies that promote the latest Jewish 
version of history. Next, the Jewish news outlets 
manufacture news with the false dichotomy 
built right in while heaping praise upon the 
latest Judeo-humanistic nonsense that has been 
fed into the propaganda mill. If this concoction 
does not find its way to the front page of tomor¬ 
row’s Kosher Press tabloid, it most certainly is 
splashed all over the entertainment section. The 
Jewish college professors, taking their cue from 
the Babylonian priesthood and the Zionist 
Press, then introduce the latest Jewish versions 
of pseudo-history and pseudo-science as intel¬ 
lectually legitimate, plus an unhealthy dose of 
Sigmund ‘Fraud’. College students, looking to 
get good grades by pleasing their "professors," 
fall in line and are suitably brainwashed...at 
their parents’ expense. Finally, the Jewish pub¬ 
lishing houses print history books which reflect 
the current deception and solidify the newly- 
promoted perception as if it had always been a 
reality, thus creating the appearance that this 
latest deception has always been a fact. The 
entertainment-starved masses do not even no- 
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tice that history has been manufactured or 
changed. 

Few Christians can imagine that such coordinat¬ 
ed levels of deception are possible, especially 
when the intrigue reaches the highest levels of 
authority within their society; but we are deal¬ 
ing here with the religion of the Pharisees, 
which is organized hypocrisy, subtle duplicity, 
with enormous amounts of posturing and pre¬ 
tentiousness thrown in. These talents are taught 
to every Jewish child from the cradle.. .and it is 
very profitable as well. Money buys the silence 
of those who would expose the charade. Truly, 
the love of money is the root of all evil in this 
world. As Arnold Leese put it so bluntly, "The 


demagogue rules the mob. Gold rules the dema¬ 
gogue. And the Jew owns the gold." If you’ve 
been paying attention, you know that whoever 
owns the Gold makes the Rules. And, for those 
who can’t be bought, threats and intimidation 
serve to silence the rest. I realize that statements 
such as these constitute an indictment of Juda¬ 
ism as being the religion of the devil, but that’s 
exactly what Judaism is. There can be no such 
thing as "Judeo-Christianity." Nothing can be 
both evil and good at the same time . Therefore, 
Judeo-Christianity is Judaism by default. The 
problem is that Christians just don’t realize it. 


To Be Continued 


The Mistaken J (Part 5) 

Yahweh’s Assembly In Yahsuha 


Common Questions Asked 
About the Name 

F ollowing are the 

questions and objections 
most often rise in regard 
to the personal Name of the 
Father and Son. Attempting to 
answer every objection the 
human mind may devise could prove an almost 
endless exercise with those who are just trying 
to avoid honoring their Creator as He commands 
us to. But for those with a genuine inquiry, we 
respond to the following. 

Q. “There are no vowels in the Hebrew letters 
of the sacred Name YHWH, so how can we 
know how to pronounce it correctly?” 

A. If the Hebrew cannot be properly deciphered 
because of lack of vowels, then our entire Old 
Testament translation - originally written in a 
Hebrew script without vowels - is unreliable! 

Remarkably, of the 22 letters of the Hebrew 
alphabet, Yahweh preserved His Name with 
three of the four letters that in the Hebrew ARE 
used as vowels as well as consonants: yothe (y), 
hay (h), and waw (w). (The aleph, a, is also used 
as a vowel.) This fact can be verified in nearly 
any Hebrew grammar, including: A Beginner’s 
Handbook to Biblical Hebrew (Horowitz), p. 



7 under “Vowel Letters”; The Berlitz Self- 
Teacher, p. 73 under “The Vanishing Dots”; 
Hebrew Primer and Grammar (Fagnani and 
Davidson) p. 10 under “The Quiescents and 
Mappiq,” and How the Hebrew Language 
Grew (Horowitz), p. 28. In addition, about the 
seventh century, Jewish scribes known as 
Masoretes preserved the pronunciation of the 
Hebrew with diacritical marks or vowel points 
added to Hebrew words (Eerdman’s Bible 
Dictionary, p. 699). 

Three of these vowel-letters form the 
Tetragrammaton or Yahweh’s Name, why (the 
hay is repeated). But we need not rely solely on 
modem scholarship for this information. We can 
take the word of an eyewitness! The first century 
Jewish general, priest, and historian Flavius 
Josephus (37-100?) writes about the sacred 
Name engraved on the headpiece of the high 
priest: “A mitre also of fine linen encompassed 
his head, which was tied by a blue riband, about 
which there was another golden crown, in which 
was engraved the sacred name [of Yahweh:] it 
consists of FOUR VOWELS” (Wars of the 
Jews, Book 5, chapter 5, p. 556). 

Q. “Hasn’t the pronunciation of the Name 
been lost?” 

A. It is not unusual for some who reject the 
Name Yahweh to argue that because of the 
aversion of the Jews to using the Name or even 


(Page 12) 







to uttering it, that the correct pronunciation 
became lost. This is the same ineffectual 
argument put forth by those who reject the 
Sabbath, saying that the Sabbath has been lost 
so no one knows which day it is. 

Would Yahweh command that all men call on 
His revealed, personal Name - an eternal Name 
that is His very memorial to all generations (Ex. 
3:15), a name that is the only Name giving 
salvation - and then allow it to vanish in the 
midst of time? 

Just as the Jews were given the sacred trust of 
preserving Yahweh’s Word and statues (Rom. 
3:1-2), keeping and sustaining the Sabbath in its 
proper weekly sequence down through history, 
they also have preserved the proper 
pronunciation of the Name through the Hebrew 
language. Jewish history says that the priest 
spoke the sacred Name 10 times annually on the 
Day of Atonement down through the centuries. 
A Name so revered would never be lost on the 
priesthood. Ask most any Jew in Israel today 
whether “Yahweh” is the true pronunciation and 
he or she will acknowledge that it is. Scholarship 
also reveals the proper pronunciation. One does 
not even need to go beyond a standard 
encyclopaedia for the facts. 

The Encyclopaedia 
Biblica tells us, 
“The controversy as 
to the correct 
pronunciation of the 
Tetragrammaton, 
whether as Yahwe, 
or Yahawe, Yahwa, 
or Yahawa...has 
been gradually 
brought to an end by 
the general adoption 
of the view, first 
propounded by 
Ewald, that the true 
form is Yahwe” (Divine Names, p. 3311). 

The eminent Encyclopaedia Judaica confirms 
this, “The true pronunciation of the name 
YHWH [Yahweh] was never lost. Several early 
Greek writers of the Christian Church testify that 
the name was pronounced ‘Yahweh,’” Vol. 7, 

p.680. 


This is validated in the Encyclopaedia 
Britannica, 15 th Edition: “Early Christian 

writers, such as Clement of Alexandria in the 2 nd 
century, had used the form Yahweh, thus this 
pronunciation of the Tetragrammaton was never 
really lost. Greek transcriptions also indicated 
that YHWH should be pronounced Yahweh.” 
Vol. X, p. 786. 

Other references substantiate proper 
pronunciation as “Yahweh.” The 15th edition of 
the Encyclopaedia Britannica, volume 12, p. 
995, makes the following comment under the 
heading “Jehovah”: 

“The pronunciation ‘Jehovah’ is an error 
resulting among Christians from combining the 
consonants Yhwh (Jhvh) with the vowels of 
‘adhonay, ‘Lord,’ which the Jews in reading the 
Scriptures substituted for the sacred name, 
commonly called the tetragrammaton as 
containing four consonants...The Rabbinic 
tradition that after the death of Simeon the Just 
(fl.290 B.C.) It was no longer pronounced even 
on these occasions, is contradicted by the well- 
attested statement that in the last generation 
before the fall of Jerusalem (A.D. 70) it was 
uttered so low that the sounds were lost in the 
chant of the priest. After that event the liturgical 
use of the name ceased, but the tradition was 
perpetuated in the Rabbinic schools; it continued 
also to be employed by healers, exorcists and 
magicians, and is found on many magical papyri. 
It is asserted by Philo that only priests might 
pronounce it and by Josephus that those who 
knew it were forbidden to divulge it. Finally the 
Samaritans shared the scruples of the Jews, 
except that they used it injudicial oaths....The 
early Christian scholars therefore easily learnt 
the true pronunciation.” 

Another reference tells us, “The early Christian 
scholars therefore easily learnt the true 
pronunciation. Clement of Alexandria (d. 212) 
gives Iaove or Iaovai (or in one manuscript Iaov), 
Origen (d. 253-54) Tan, and Epiphanius (d. 404) 
IaBe (or lave in one manuscript); Theodoret (d. 
457) says that the Samaritans pronounced it 
IaBe...” (Vol. 12). Samaritan poetry employs 
the Tetragrammaton and then rhymes it with 
words having the same sound as Yah-oo-ay 
(Journal of Biblical Literature, 25, p.50 and 
Jewish Encyclopaedia, vol. 9, p. 161). 
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The following authorities also leave no doubt as 
to the proper and correct pronunciation of 
Yah well’s Name: 

“The pronunciation 
Yahweh is indicated 
by transliteration of 
the name into Greek 
in early Christian 
literature, in the 
form iaoue 

(Clement of 

Alexandria) or iabe 
(Theodoret; by this 
time Gk. b had the 
pronunciation of 
v) ... Strictly 
speaking, Yahweh is 
the only ‘name’ of God. In Genesis wherever the 
word sem (‘name’) is associated with the divine 
being that name is Yahweh,” Eerdman’s Bible 
Dictionary, 1979 page 478. 

The Latin v spoken of here had the same sound 
as the English w, sharing a close affinity with 
the u (Harper’s Latin Dictionary). That is why 
the w (“double u”) is made up of two v’s. The v 
was used as a vowel, only later becoming a 
consonant. It came from the u, which it follows 
in the alphabet. 

“It is now held that the original name was 
IaHUe(H), i.e. Jahve(h, or with the English 
values of the letters, Yahweh(h, and one or other 
of these forms is now generally used by writers 
upon the religion of the Hebrews” (Oxford 
English Dictionary under “Jehovah”). 

“The saying of God, ‘I am who I am,’ is surely 
connected with His name that is written in the 
Hebrew consonantal text as Yhwh, the original 
pronunciation of which is well attested as 
Yahweh” (Catholic Encyclopedia, 1967, Vol. 
5, page 743). 

“Such a conclusion, giving ‘Yahweh’ as the 
pronunciation of the name, is confirmed by the 
testimony of the Fathers and gentile writers, 
where the forms IAO, Yaho, Yaou, Yahouai, and 
Yahoue appear. Especially important is the 
statement of Theodoret in relation to Ex. lvi., 
when he says: ‘the Samaritans call it [the 
tetragrammaton] ‘Yabe,’ the Jews call it 
‘Aia’...” The New Schaff-Herzog Religious 
Encyclopaedia, “Yahweh,” page 471. 


Writings in Biblical Archaeology Review, 
Professor Anson F. Rainey, professor of Semitic 
Linguistics at Tel Aviv University, confirms that 
“Yahweh” is the correct pronunciation: “I 
mentioned the evidence from Greek papyri 
found in Egypt. The best of these is Iaouee 
(London Papyri, xlvi, 446-483). Clement of 
Alexandria said, “The mystic name which is 
called the tetragrammaton...is pronounced 
Iaoue, which means, “Who is, and who shall 
be.’” 

“The internal evidence from the Hebrew 
language is equally strong and confirms the 
accuracy of the Greek transcriptions. Yahweh is 
from a verbal root developed from the third 
person pronoun, *huwal *hiya. In Jewish 
tradition, it is forbidden to pronounce the Sacred 
Name and its true pronunciation is supposed to 
remain secret. The fact is that Jewish tridents 
(who put the vowel points in the Hebrew text) 
borrowed the vowels from another word, either 
adonai ‘my lord(s),’ or elohim ‘God.’ They 
avoided the very short a vowel in this borrowing 
because it might have led the synagogue reader 
to make a mistake and pronounce the correct first 
syllable of the Sacred Name, namely -ya. The 
vocalized form one finds in the Hebrew Bible is 
usually Yehowah, from which we get in English 
the form Jehovah. Yehowa/Jehovah is nothing 
but an artificial ghost word; it was never used in 
antiquity. The synagogue reader saw Yehowah 
in his text and read it adonai ” (BAR, Sept.-Oct. 
1994). 

Seventh-day Adventist and Hebrew scholar. 
Raymond F. Cottrell, writes, “The English 
spelling of Yahweh is now almost universally 
believed to reflect accurately the ancient, 
original pronunciation of YHWH. In keeping 
with the common practice today of pronouncing 
proper names translated from a foreign language 
with as nearly the original vocalization as 
possible, it would be altogether correct and 
proper for us to use the name Yahweh wherever 
the word YHWH (“Lord”) occurs in the Old 
Testament, and also whenever we are speaking 
of the true God in Old Testament times. This 
practice is becoming more and more common 
among Bible scholars and informed Christians,” 
Review and Herald, Feb. 9, 1967. 

Q. “’Yahweh’ is Hebrew but I speak English. 
Why shouldn’t I use the English ‘God’?” 


EERDMANS 
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A. To this we ask, IS “God” English? Hardly. 
“God” traces back to the Dutch god, to the 
Germanic gott and back to the Teutonic guth. 
Names are transliterated, which means the 
sounds are carried across unchanged into another 
language. They are not translated into other 
languages. “But what about similar forms like 
John, Juan, and Johann? Or Peter and Pedro?” 
Some may ask. True, different languages have 
analogous version of certain names, but that does 
not change the fact that your given name remains 
the same no matter which country you travel to. 
(Notice, too, how closely these name versions 
RESEMBLE reach other, unlike “Yahweh” and 
the completely dissonant and unrelated “God.”) 

Names simply don’t change from language to 
language. If a foreign head of state visits 
America, we don’t attempt to come up with an 
English version or translation for his or her 
name. For example, in English news reports 
Boris Yeltsin is still called “Boris Yeltsin.” 
Hosni Mubarak remains “Hosni Mubarak.” 
Trying to come up with an English equivalent of 
names would be an exercise in futility, because 
there would be none. Furthermore, doing so 
would change the person’s name and render the 
new name useless as a means of identification. 
The same is true of Yahweh’s Name - only one 
Name, Yahweh, expresses Him and defines who 
He is. Yahweh and ONLY Yahweh Himself can 
change His Name, if He so desires. Yet 
throughout Scripture we find that “Yahweh” is 
what He Himself demands to be called. “This is 
my Name forever,” He told Moses in explaining 
who He was, “and this is my memorial to all 
generations,” Exodus 3:15. 

Israel also thought that any name commonly 
used in worship was suitable in the worship of 
Yahweh. What a grievous error! Because “Baal” 
was so popular with their pagan neighbours, they 
began to use it in calling on Yahweh. So Yahweh 
said in His wrath against Israel, “I will also cause 
all her mirth to cease, her feast days, her new 
moons, and her Sabbaths, and all her solemn 
feasts...And I will visit her upon her days of 
Baalim, wherein she burned incense to them, and 
she decked herself with her earrings and her 
jewels, and she went after her lovers, and forgat 
me, says Yahweh.. .And it shall be that day, says 
Yahweh, that you shall call me Ishi; and shall 
call me no more Baali. For I will take away the 
names of Baalim out of her mouth, and they shall 


no more be remembered by their name” (Hos. 
2:11, 13, 16-17). 

Q. “He has many names. Wouldn’t all 
worship go to Him anyway, no matter what 
name we use?” 

A. This is the same 
logic the pagans used, 
which went something 
like this: “He is Bel- 
Merodach in Babylon, 
Baalzebub in Philistia, 
Zeus (left) in Greece, 
and we Romans will 
just call Him Jupiter.” 
Never mind that each 
name meant a 
different way of worship. The prophet Micah 
brings this out in 4:5, revealing the false “walk” 
expressed by each different name. 

“For all people will walk every one in the name 
of his god, and we will walk in the name of 
Yahweh ourElohim for ever and ever.” His name 
is more than a label. It connotes a well-defined, 
specifically commanded way of worship that 
belongs only to Him who bears the Name 
Yahweh. 

Saying Yahweh has many names is a 
misconception stemming from the practice of 
classifying Yahweh’s personal, revealed Name 
with generic titles, as if there were no difference. 
This false belief that He has “many names” 
traces to the Jews of the Middle Ages. In 
attempting to conceal the sacred Name, these 
Jews elevated generic terms and titles to the rank 
of His personal Name, then used them as 
substitutes for the Name. 

His titles include: El, Eloah (singular, meaning 
mighty one) and Elohim (plural); These titles are 
sometimes combined with the other descriptive 
words: El Ely on (the most high Mighty One); El 
Shaddai (the all-powerful Mighty One); El Olam 
(“Mighty One of eternity”); El Dauth (“Mighty 
One of knowledge”); El Roi (“Mighty One of 
seeing”). 

The New Bible Dictionary maintains, “Strictly 
speaking, Yahweh is the only ‘name’ of God. In 
Genesis wherever the word sem (‘name’) is 
associated with the divine being that name is 
Yahweh...Yahweh, therefore, in contrast with 
Elohim, is a proper noun, the name of a Person, 
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though that Person is divine,” p. 478. Another 
reference says of “Yahweh,”: “This is a personal 
proper name par excellence of Israel’s God...” 
and 

“It is the personal name 
of God, as distinguished 
from such generic or 
essential names as ‘El, 
‘Elohim, Shadday, etc.” 
(The International 
Standard Bible 

Encyclopaedia, pp. 
1254, 1266). 

Certain attributes are at 
times connected with 
His Name: Yahweh- 
Yireh (“Yahweh provides”); Yahweh-Nissi 
(“Yahweh is my banner”); Yahweh-Shalom 
(“Yahweh Send Peace”); Yahweh-Zidkenu 
(“Yahweh our Righteousness” - the name by 
which Yahshua shall be known, Jer. 23:6); 
Yahweh- Shammah (“Yahweh Is There”); 
Yahweh-Rapha (“Yahweh Our Healer”); 
Y ahweh-Mekaddishkem (“Y ahweh-Elyon 

(“Yahweh Most High”); Yahweh-Roi (“Yahweh 
my Shepherd”); Yahweh-Shua (“Yahweh is 
salvation”). 

These adjuncts used with the sacred Name are 
descriptive designates and must not be confused 
with His personal Name. Even less, the title 
“god” cannot possibly contain the meaning that 
these special titles connote, let alone be used as 
a personal name for the Majesty of the heavens. 
“Mr.” is a title, not a name, as is “Sir,” “Dr.”, 
and “President.” Each defines a person’s 
standing, position or rank, but does not identify 
him or her apart from any others within the same 
title. “There are gods many and lords many,” 
Paul writes in 1 Corinthians 8:5. So which 
“deity” do we mean when we use “God” and 
“Lord”? Capitalizing them does not make names 
of these common terms. 

Yahweh inspired the prophet to write, “I am 
Yahweh: that is my name: and my glory will I 
not give to another, neither my praise to graven 
images” (Isa. 42:8). Yahweh names Himself. 
This is what He expects to be called. In Exodus 
23:13 He warns: “And in all things that I have 
said unto you be circumspect: and make no 
mention of the name of other gods, neither let it 
be heard out of your mouth.” 


Psalm 83:18 tells us He has only one Name: 
“That men may know that you, whose name 
ALONE is Yahweh, are the most high over all 
the earth.” 

In the New Testament, Acts 4:12 reads, “Neither 
is there salvation in any other: for there is NONE 
OTHER NAME under heaven given among 
men, whereby we must be saved.” 

Q. “But doesn’t He know who I mean no 
matter what I call Him?” 

A. Suppose your name were Michael. Would 
you know I meant you if I called out, “Hey, 
Sam”? Habitually calling you by another name 
would deeply offend you and cause you to 
wonder why I stubbornly refused to use your 
name. Besides, the name Sam signifies someone 
else entirely. Yahweh also is offended when we 
refuse to get serious about His Name. He warns 
in Malachi 2:2, “Ifyou will not hear, and if you 
will not lay it to heart, to give glory unto my 
name, says Yahweh of hosts, I will even send a 
curse upon you, and I will curse your blessings: 
yea, I have cursed them already, because you do 
not lay it to heart .” 

John 4:24 tells us, “Yahweh is Spirit: and they 
that worship Him MUST worship Him in spirit 
and in truth.” His Name is part of that necessary 
truth. 

It’s clear and simple. Yahweh tells us what His 
Name is. He commands us to call Him by that 
Name. We don’t have the option of calling the 
Mighty One of the entire universe whatever we 
wish. 

We cannot rename Yahweh. Nowhere in the 
Bible is man given the authority to change His 
Creator’s Name. Never does the worshiper tell 
the one he worships how He will be worshiped! 
Yahweh tells us.. .we don’t tell Him. To bestow 
a name is the prerogative of a superior, as when 
Adam exercised his dominion over the animals 
by giving them names, or as when a parent 
names his or her children. It is always the 
prerogative of the superior to name the inferior, 
never vice versa. 

Mankind was given dominion or stewardship 
over the earth (Gen. 1:28), and to show his 
responsibilities, Adam was allowed by Yahweh 
to name all the creatures (Gen. 2:19-20). Yahweh 
has control of the earth, heaven and the seas, and 
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man has stewardship only over the creation on 
earth. We have no authority in heavenly things, 
such as calling our Creator what we wish. 

Yahweh says I am “jealous for my holy Name,” 
Ezekiel 39:25. We must take those words to 
heart. If we do, He promises, “ And it shall come 
to pass, that whosoever shall call on the name 
of Yahweh shall be delivered: for in mount Zion 
and in Jerusalem shall be deliverance, as 
Yahweh has said, and in the remnant whom the 
Yahweh shall call ” (Joel 2:32; see Rom. 10:13). 

Knowing “who you mean” makes no difference 
to Him if you refuse to give him the honour and 
glory He demands. Even IF He knew who you 
meant, the point is, He COMMANDS His people 
to call on His revealed, personal, Covenant 
Name (Ex. 23:13). His Name represents Him and 
His truths. No other name, title or designation 
does that. No other title or substitute name 
reveals Him as the One who will be whatever 
His people want or need Him to be. That is the 
essence and meaning of the Name “Yahweh.” 


We cannot say we know who He is and claim to 
worship Him according to that knowledge if we 
are using titles that miss the mark completely 
when it comes to identifying, describing, and 
defining the One we honour. Through the 
prophet Isaiah He said, “ Therefore my people 
shall know my name: therefore they shall know 
in that day that I am he that does speak: behold 
it is F (Isaiah 52:6). 


Writing in a Seventh-day 
Adventist publication, 
Associate Editor Don F. 
Neufeld provides this 
insight: “’Yahweh’ is the 
name that identifies the 
•).. tai l. EpP God of the Hebrews. 

11 . sw .11 — Where the Philistines 

worshiped Dagon, the 
Egyptians, Amon and the 
Ammonites, Milcom, the Hebrews worshiped 
Yahweh.. .When the voice said, ‘I am Yahweh,’ 
there was no doubt in any listener’s mind as to 
the identity of the speaker. He was the god of the 
Hebrews. So far as it is known, no other peoples 
called their god by this name” (The Advent 
Review and Sabbath Herald, 1971). 


If you would honour another human being’s 
wishes by using his or her personal name, how 
much more should you revere your Creator’s 


request by calling on Him by His Name? He’s 
the only One who can give salvation! 

Consider: If names don’t really matter, does it 
matter to you whether Yahweh has YOURS right 
when it comes to His Book of Life? Consider 
what Yahshua says: “He that overcomes, the 
same shall be clothed in white raiment; and I 
will not blot out his name out of the book of life, 
but I will confess his name before my Father, 
and before his angels...And whosoever was not 
found written in the book of life was cast into the 
lake of fire ” (Rev. 3:5, 20:15). 

Q. “The sacred Name was not known before 
Moses, and therefore it was not a salvation 
Name for those who came before Moses, like 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. This being the 
case, why is it necessary for us?” 

A. This argument stems from a serious 
misunderstanding of Exodus 6:3: “ And I 
appeared unto Abraham, unto Isaac, and unto 
Jacob, by the name El Shaddai, but by my name 
Yahweh was I not known to them.” As the 
Companion Bible explains, the word “known” 
means perceived and understood. “The name 
[Yahweh] was known as the covenant name; but 
was not known so as to be understood.” In other 
words, the patriarchs had not seen a dimension 
of Yahweh that Moses and those after him would 
see -they would soon understand fully what His 
Name meant by the acts of deliverance, 
sustenance, and love for His people that He was 
about to perform (Ex. 9:16; Ezek. 20:5, Amos 
3:2). He would become whatever His people 
needed of Him, which is the intrinsic meaning 
of the Name Yahweh. 

The following verses reveal the error of this 
argument and show that Yahweh’s Name was 
indeed known by the patriarchs and used before 
Moses: 

Eve called on His Name - Genesis 

4:1 

Abraham called on the Name 

Yahweh - Genesis 12:8; 14:22; 

15:2, 7; 21:33; 24:3; 

Abimelech used Yahweh’s Name - 

Genesis 20:4 

Isaac called upon Yahweh’s Name - 

Genesis 26:25 

Yahweh revealed His Name to Jacob 

- Genesis 28:13 
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Anciently men “began to call on the 
Name Yahweh” - Genesis 4:26 

Q. “Hanging on the torture stake, our Savior 
cried out to Yahweh, ‘Eli, Eli, lama 
sabachthani,’ that is to say, ‘My God, My 
God, why have you forsaken me?’ (Matt. 
27:46). If He could use this title, what’s the 
problem if I use ‘God,’ too?” 

A. By quoting Psalm 22:1 here, Yahshua was 
fulfilling the prophecy of Psalm 22:22, showing 
that He was the promised Messiah. It also 
demonstrates that our Savior spoke Hebrew, or 
the Aramaic dialect of Hebrew. The Savior was 
NOT calling His Father “My God” - an 
appellation from a completely different language 
- but “My El,” which in Hebrew means “Mighty 
One” or “Powerful One” (the yod or “i” on the 
end of El means “my”). It is one of the titles 
referring to Yahweh, but is not a substitute name. 
Yahshua also once in prayer called Him by the 
Hebrew abba, meaning father, Mark 14:36. But 
neither is abba a name. 

Any time a title becomes so dominant that it is 
used as a replacement for the sacred Name, that 
designation expunges the only Name whereby 
we are saved, regardless as to whether that title 
has had a previously acceptable association with 
Him. 

Churchianity uses the titles “God” and “Lord” 
in the same way Israel used “Baal” (see Jer. 
23:26-27, where Yahweh says, “their fathers 
have forgotten my name for Baal”). These titles 
have become total, exclusive substitutes that are 
historically associated with pagan images 
(review the subheading, “Ancient Roots of ‘God’ 
and ‘Lord,’ p. 27). 

Q. “Where is there any record that Yahshua 
ever spoke or taught His Father’s Name 
Yahweh, or that the Name is in the New 
Testament?” 

A. In His prayer to Yahweh, Yahshua in John 
17:26 specifically said that He had “declared 
unto them [the world] your name, and will 
declare it.” If He declared it then He spoke it. 

Even though it may be somewhat hidden in our 
English text, we find ample examples where 
Yahshua called on His Father’s Name Yahweh 
and taught it as well. In Matthew 6:9, Yahshua 
opened His Model Prayer with the affirmation 


of the holiness of Yahweh’s Name: “Hallowed 
be Thy Name.” Yahweh’s Name is the only 
Name that is called holy in Scripture. Man’s 
names are not. (Thus, it is unnecessary to change 
other Biblical names to their Hebrew originals.) 
Yahshua recognized Yahweh’s Name as 
sanctified, and even said He would proclaim it: 
“I will declare Your Name unto my brethren, in 
the midst of the Assembly will I sing praises unto 
you,” Hebrew 2:12. 

In the many passages where our Savior quoted 
the Old Testament, He of necessity would use 
Yahweh’s Name. For instance, Luke 4:4, where 
He quoted Deuteronomy 8:3: “And Yahshua 
answered him, saying, It is written, That man 
shall not live by bread alone, but by every word 
of Yahweh.” 

Many other examples could be shown where 
Yahweh’s Name appears in the Old Testament 
text and where Yahshua quotes these same 
passages word for word. A few of these include: 
Matthew4:10 (fromDeut. 6:13); Matthew21:42 
(from Psalm 118:23); Mark 7:6 (from Isa. 
29:13); Luke 20:37 (from Ex. 3:4-6) and John 
6:45 (from Isa. 54:13). (For much more on this 
subject, request our mini-study, Our Savior 
Spoke the Sacred Name.) 

In the Hebrew Gospel of 
Matthew, professor George 
Howard details the Hebrew 

text of the 14 th century Jew, 
Sem-Tob ben-Isaac ben- 
Shaprut. Howard describes 
how the sacred Name occurs 
19 times in the work, mostly where Kurios and 
Theos appear in the Greek, but in three places 
where no correspondent Greek word appears. 
Howard observes that the Shem-Tob Matthew 
cannot be a translation of a Greek text, as “no 
pious Jew of the Middle Ages would have 
dignified a Christian text by inserting the Divine 
Name.” 

Howard adds, “The conclusion that seems 
inescapable is that Shem-Tob found the Divine 
Name already in his [Hebrew] gospel text, 
having received it from an earlier generation of 
Jewish tradents. He permitted the Divine Name 
to remain in the text perhaps because he was 
unsure himself about what to do with it,” pp. 
230-231. 
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Q. “If it is so important, why isn’t there 
evidence of the Name outside of the Hebrew 
Scriptures?” 

A. Yahweh gave His Name to the Hebrew 
peoples because they were His chosen. Those 
who would take hold of the promises given first 
to Abraham are grafted in to the trunk of Israel, 
as Romans 9 and 11 explain. Naturally we would 
find His Name most prominent among the 
Israelites and their Scriptures and records. But 
there indeed are other places where the Name 
Yahweh has been found. 

As we have shown, the Tetragrammaton was 
discovered on the Moabite stone in 1868, erected 
by Moabite King Mesha in 900 B.C.E. (p. 25). 

Also found in the 1930’s were 
a number of pottery 
fragments on which were 
written personal letters at the 
time of the Babylonian 
conquest of Judah (597-587 
B.C.E.). Known as the 
Lachish Letters, one letter is 
to the commander of a 
garrison at Lachish, where the 
writer sends a greeting in “the name of Yahweh.” 
The fragments also contain about 20 proper 
names, most compounded with the name of 
Yahweh (The Dictionary of Bible and 
Religion, p. 594). 

Surprisingly, extra-Biblical evidence for the 
Name is mounting even on this continent. 
Indications are that a connection existed between 
Native Americans and the Semitic peoples of the 
Middle East. 

In Adair’s History of the American Indians, 

Frenchman James Adair in 1775 detailed many 
similarities in language, organization, and 
custom that the Indians of the southeast U.S. 
share with ancient Israelites. Having spent time 
among them, he noted that the Indians 
“frequently sing Hallelu-Yah Yo He Wah,” p. 
32. He wrote on page 37, “The American Indians 
are so far from being Atheists, as some godless 
Europeans have flattered themselves, to excuse 
their own infidelity, that they have the great 
sacred name of God, that describes his divine 
essence, and by which he manifested himself to 
Moses...” On page 48 Adair continued, “They 
have another appellative, which with them is the 
mysterious, essential name of God - the 


Tetragrammaton, or great four-lettered name - 
which they never mention in common speech...” 
He also noted, “...the American Indians...say 
YAH at the beginning of their religious 
dances...”p. 50. 

Writing in The Ancient American (March-April 
1994), David Allen Deal discusses artifacts 
discovered between 1874 and 1920 in the state 
of Michigan. The artifacts bear Egyptians motifs 
and hieroglyphics, Deal observes. Mostly 
religious in nature, they contain drawings of the 
Genesis Creation, Garden of Eden, Noah’s flood 
and New Testament themes. He notes that three 
letters in a previously unknown cuneiform style 
are found on nearly every piece. He writes, “I 
felt the letters had to stand for the name YHW,” 
which he notes represents the sacred Name 
Yahweh. In his book, Discovery of Ancient 
America, Deal also writes about paleo-Hebrew 
Tetragrammaton discovered in New Mexico and 
Tennessee. 

Q. “Yahweh confused all the languages at the 
Tower of Babel, and because Hebrew was 
extant at that time, how can we be sure that 
the original pronunciation of Yahweh’s Name 
wasn’t changed?” 

A. Both Shem and Noah spoke the language of 
Adam and Eve. We have no evidence that this 
language was anything other than Hebrew, the 
language of the oldest Biblical manuscripts. 
(Shem was the great-grandfather of Eber, from 
whom we get the name “Hebrew.” He naturally 
would speak the same language as his great- 
grandson. Eber was the great-great-great-great- 
grandfather of Abraham.) Certainly neither of 
these righteous men had anything to do with 
building a pagan Tower of Babel. Not having 
been there and involved in this rebellion, their 
Hebrew language would not have been affected 
by the confounding of languages at Babel. We 
can trace the lineage of the patriarchs and see 
how their Hebrew language continued from the 
beginning. 

Abraham lived to see his grandchild Jacob 
(Israel). Abraham was alive in the days of Shem, 
who was bom before the flood. Obviously 
Abraham would have spoken the same language 
that his family line used before and after the 
flood: pure Hebrew. 

Q. “Doesn’t Psalm 138:2 say His Word is 
magnified above His Name?” 
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A. In the King James this passage reads, “/ will 
worship toward thy holy temple, and praise thy 
name for thy loving kindness and for thy truth: 
for thou hast magnified thy word above all thy 
name.” 

Other versions render this verse differently: “I 
bow down toward thy holy temple and give 
thanks to thy name for thy steadfast love and thy 
faithfulness; for thou hast exalted above 
everything thy name and thy Word” - Revised 
Standard Version. 

”1 will bow down toward your holy temple and 
will praise your name for your love and your 
faithfulness, for you have exalted above all 
things your Name and your Word” - The New 

International Bible. 

“I prostrate myself toward thy holy temple; and 
give thanks to thy name for thy kindness and thy 
faithfulness; for thou hast magnified thy name 
over all” -Smith and Goodspeed. 

“I will bow down toward thy 
holy temple, and give thanks 
to Thy name for Thy loving 
kindness and Thy truth; For 
Thou hast magnified Thy 
word according to all Thy 
name” - New American 
Standard. 


None of these translations 
tells us that His Word is to be exalted over His 
Name. His Name gives weight to His Word and 
cannot be separated from it. 

Had the translators added the right punctuation, 
because the Hebrew has none, the verse could 
just as easily have been rendered: “For You have 
magnified Your word, above all, Your Name.” 
This would give the passage the same meaning 
as is found in the New American Standard and 
Smith and Goodspeed versions, where His 
Name is the foundation for all other truth. 

Q. “You spell the Heavenly Father’s Name 
‘Yahweh,’ but I have also seen it spelled 
‘Yahowah’ or ‘Yahuweh.’ Why is this?” 

A. The Cairo Geneze, by Paul Kahle, published 
in London says, “Not before 1100 was an o 
added to the word hwhy and this seems to 
indicate the pronunciation [Adonay]” (The 
Translations of the Bible, chapter 3, pp. 172- 


173, footnote 4). It was a vowel sign for the 
letter o that was put in the middle of the 
Tetragrammaton. This led to the erroneous 
“Jehovah.” The Lexicon for the Books of the 
Old Testament says: “The wrong spelling 
Jehovah occurs since about 1100.” It then offers 
arguments in favor of Yahweh as “the correct 
and original pronunciation” (Koehler and 
Baumgartner, 1951 ed., vol. 1, p. 369, col. 1). 

Because early Christians were not Hebrew 
scholars, they did not understand that the 
Tetragrammaton was pointed with the vowels 
for AdOnAY. Scholars maintain that the letter 
o or u is a vestige of this Rabbinical practice. 
This technique was popular where the name why 
formed the beginning of a personal name, for 
example ucwhy (Yahshua), which was altered 
to Yehoshua by vowel pointing through the 
diacritical marks above and below the Hebrew 
letters (see subheading “How Did ‘Yahshua’ 
Become ‘Jesus?’” and request the ministudy, 
Spelling the Sacred Name: V or W?) 

Q. “Doing or asking in Yahweh’s name 
merely means ‘by His authority.’ How can 
you say it means pronouncing a Hebrew 
Name?” 

A. Attempting to sever Yahweh from His very 
being, nature, personality, and essence through 
calling on another name is nothing more than a 
feeble attempt to quiet one’s conscience about 
the importance of His revealed, personal Name. 
It is true to do something “in a name” can mean 
by the authority of that individual. But in the 
Bible it means so very much more. 

What such reasoning cannot get around is the 
fact that Yahweh’s Name is definitive - it 
expresses the character and very personality of 
the Creator and Sustainer who bears it. His Name 
is nothing less than an extension of His being. It 
expresses His quintessence. Yahweh’s Name is 
composed of the very verb of existence - haYa. 
His Name is alive and active. It means He will 
be whatever His people need of Him. To call on 
a dead, generic term expecting the same results 
as calling on His dynamic Name is an insult, 
once we know that He has a personal, vigorous, 
life-giving, healing, and Covenant Name that 
embodies salvation itself to those who call on 
Him. 

To be continued 
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Harold Stough Notes 

Lyrl Clark Van Hyning - An American 

Patriot 


I N THE FERMENT to keep America out 
of the war, the largest and most active 
mothers’ organization was We the Mothers 
Mobilize for America, led primarily by Lyrl 
Clark Van Hyning. This group did not enter the 
fray until the debate over Lend-Lease, when it 
sent women to Washington with Dilling’s 
crusade, but it stepped up activity after Pearl 
Harbour. 



Intelligent, versatile, 
and forceful, Van 
Hyning was an 
effective writer and 
organizer. One 

journalist called her 
“the biggest figure in 
the war and postwar 
mothers’ movement.” 
Of Scotch-English 
ancestry, Van Hyning 
was raised on a farm in Ohio. Her father, William 
Clark, a descendant of the Revolutionary War 
General George Rogers Clark, died when she 
was five years old. (Proud of her heritage, Van 
Hyning was an officer in the DAR.) She was a 
schoolteacher before marrying businessman 
George H. Van Hyning, and they lived in South 
America for more than a decade before settling 
in Chicago in 1933. They had three children: a 
son, Tom, who served in the Army Air Corps 
during World War II; a daughter, Parrie Ann, 
who ran unsuccessfully for the Illinois Senate; 
and a younger daughter, Georgina, who was 
active in her mother’s antiwar work. 


Vain about her appearance, the bespectacled Van 
Hyning dressed fashionably. A chain-smoker, 
she was energetic, charismatic, and a forceful 
speaker. Assuming a dominant role, she looked 
upon her followers as pawns to augment her 
power. “My women are not intelligent,” she said. 
“In fact, they are rather stupid. But they are a 
group of women who will work hard for me and 
that’s what is important. Later, perhaps, we will 
be able to attract a higher type of woman to the 
cause.” Van Hyning demanded loyalty from her 


mothers: “You have no moral right to refuse to 
take up this burden. It is your duty—more 
binding than feeding your children or being true 

to your husbands.” 7 

Raised a Methodist, Van Hyning professed to be 
religious, although she attended no church. She 
compared herself to Jesus, a Christian martyr 
(“He was accused, even as I am accused, of 
holding the Jewish race, creed, or religion up to 
ridicule”) and even expressed a death wish (“All 
my life I wished that I could have gone with him 
to Calvary”). She denied Jesus was a Jew and 
said none of the apostles, except for Judas, were 
Jews. In her view, Christians were in a fight 
against Jews, who had caused the Civil War and 
both world wars. Moreover, Jews repeatedly 
tried to destroy the United States. They plotted 
John Wilkes Booth’s assassination of President 
Abraham Lincoln; planned to introduce free love 
so Christian families would be weakened and 
communists could take over; and undermined 
the government. 

Fifty-two of FDR’s advisers and eighty-six 
percent of all Washington officials were Jews. 
Woodrow Wilson was a Sephardic Jew named 
“Wohlson.” Dwight D. Eisenhower was a 
Swedish Jew. Harry S. Truman, whose middle 
initial stood for “Solomon,” also was a Jew. The 
New Deal and the “Rosenvelt” administration, 
however, were the vehicles through which Jews 
and communists planned to take over. “The 
whole gang are the offspring of the old gang that 
threw stones at Jesus Christ, wrapped thorns 
around his head, that flogged him and finally 
nailed him to the Cross because he spoke the 
truth, which upset their plans for world 
domination.” 

Nor was the government the only tool of the 
Jews, whose conspiracies were complex, Van 
Hyning argued. Sometimes they worked through 
the Masons. Van Hyning used to consider 
Freemasonry innocent because her husband, 
father, and grandfather were Masons. Then she 
learned that “[ejvery password, every 
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explanation, every symbol, every figure in 
Masonry is Jewish.” It had been painful to admit 
that her family had been involved in a Jewish 
plot, but she observed, “Truth is a relentless 
master—once one’s hand is put to that plough, 
no one can quit, though it takes every earthly 
possession and connection.” 

Nevertheless, Van Hyning insisted she did not 
despise Jews, she only loved Christians. “Is the 
scientist who seeks to find and isolate a disease 
germ a hater?” she asked. “Does he hate the 
germ, or does he love humanity?” Marx had 
derived his ideas for communism from the 
Jewish religion; his father had only pretended to 
convert to Christianity to mislead Gentiles. 
Communism was a greater threat than fascism, 
which was at least pro-Christian and eliminated 
class warfare. Fascism arose as a defence against 
Jewish-led communism, “the only successful 
means for the protection of the Gentiles from 
Jewish dictatorship.”Apparently, it was not an 
impregnable defense, for Van Hyning thought 
Hitler became a tool of the Jews, who financed 
his ascension to power and thus held a whip over 
him. 

Still, Hitler was not a bad man; the fuhrer 
“probably did the best he could for the German 
people,” Van Hyning believed. That the United 
States fought him, she wrote after the war, was 
regrettable. “By choosing to assist Russia to 
victory rather than Germany, we chose the 
sinister powers of communism and atheism and 
fought to ruin the bulwark of Christianity and 
Germany’s great white race.” Hitler was not 
guilty of genocide. The Holocaust was a 
fabrication that Jews foisted on a gullible 
American public (there were more Jews after the 
war than before). Anyway, the fate of European 
Jews or the effect of Hitler’s policies was not so 
worrisome as Jewish immigration to the United 
States. Van Hyning called for the deportation of 
all refugees so their homes could be given to 
returning soldiers, and she denounced the 
Community Chest and United Fund because they 
aided Jewish refugees. 

Blacks, too, were enemies of Van Hyning. 
During the war Women’s Voice reported that 
African troops were raping “German Christian 
women” and published a letter from Knowles, 
expressing opposition to plans for postwar 
resettlement of Blacks and other minority groups 
in Northern cities. 


Van Hyning wanted women to think for 
themselves instead of thinking like men, 
particularly in politics. Women possessed 
talents, including experience as mothers, that 
could enable them to govern better than men. 
Writing about the mismanagement of veterans’ 
benefits, for instance, Van Hyning concluded, 
“Only after a mother stepped in was the situation 
adjusted.” 


Before leading We the Mothers, Van Hyning 
belonged to the America First Committee and 
the German American Bund. Evidently she quit 
the committee and the Bund because she could 
not become a leader in either group. Then she 
devoted her activities to women’s groups, 
collaborated with Coughlin, Winrod, and Smith, 
and became well known among leaders of the 
ultra-right and the mothers’ movement (although 
she lacked Dilling’s congressional contacts). 
Van Hyning knew more women in the movement 
than did any other leader. She enjoyed a long 
career, publishing Women’s Voice for almost two 
decades after World War II. 


THE cnoss 

W THE FLAG 



Van Hyning wrote two or three long articles in 
each issue of Women’s Voice, which reprinted 
articles from the Bulletin, The Cross and the 
Flag, Conde McGinley’s Common Sense, Leon 
de Aryan’s The Broom, and other ultraright, 
anti-Semitic publications. In addition, the tabloid 
carried antiwar advertisements purchased by 
Viereck with money from the German 
government, and ads for patriotic literature. Even 
more blatantly anti-Semitic than the Bulletin, 
Women’s Voice gave less information about its 
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editor than Dilling’s publications gave about 
Dilling. Unlike the Bulletin, it was printed 
professionally, but it had numerous errors in 
spelling, punctuation, and typography. 
Investigators considered Women’s Voice one of 
the more damaging ultra-right publications 
because it was directed to the wives and mothers 
of servicemen. (The FBI interviewed more than 
one hundred members of We the Mothers, 
including Van Hyning, in its investigation of 
far-right groups for sedition, yet no indictments 
were issued.) 

Although Van Hyning 
dominated We the Mothers, 
she had the assistance of 
other women and some men. 
One of her more active 
associates was Keefe, the 
organization’s secretary. An 
anti-Semite who was a 
friend of Dilling (left) and a 
participant in the National 
Legion of Mothers of America, Keefe attended 
meetings of most of the anti-Semitic groups in 
Chicago; wrote for their publications; 
campaigned for isolationist political candidates, 
opposed conscription, the British and the New 
Deal; and advocated the recall of American 
armed forces stationed abroad. In 1942 she 
founded the Women’s League for Political 
Education, which attempted to stop the invasion 
of Europe by exerting pressure on Congress and 
inspired Sumner to introduce a resolution 
prohibiting the invasion. And in 1945 Keefe 
testified before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee against ratification of the UN 
Charter. She urged an immediate, negotiated 
peace with Japan. “When the truth about the 
merchants of death, the international financiers, 
the diplomatic schemers, and the war-gouging 
profiteers stands revealed, wars will end,” she 
said. 


Perkins, who attributed communism and fascism 
to “the Jewish brain of Karl Marx.” 

Palermo, the vice president of We the Mothers, 
was active in Chicago politics, spoke at 
Townsend’s meetings, and attended meetings of 
the Constitutional Americans. She was chair of 
the Illinois Bataan Relief organization, an anti- 
Roosevelt organization created on the pretext of 
aiding Americans held as prisoners of war by the 
Japanese. 

Mary Catherine Parker took part in We the 
Mothers as well as in the Constitutional 
Americans. A backer of Coughlin, she sold 
America Speaks, Women’s Voice, The Cross and 
the Flag, Court Asher’s bigoted X-Ray, and 
numerous anti-Semitic pamphlets at meetings. 
Parker, who served as the Chicago representative 
of Asher and Smith, tried to convince mothers 
to subscribe to their magazines. A Catholic, she 
was critical of the church hierarchy for 
supporting the war. Parker was fired from her 
job with a Chicago print shop because of her 
nationalist agitation among employees. 

Pearl Bussey Phinney, a contributor to Women’s 
Voice, was a friend of antiSemites such as Homer 
Maertz (who proposed that Jews be sterilized), 
Sanctuary, and Catherine Baldwin of the 
Defenders of the Constitution of the U.S.A. A 
prominent figure in New York City nationalist 
circles, Phinney termed Arthur V. Terminiello, 
an Alabama priest who billed himself “the Father 
Coughlin of the South,” as “one of the great 
patriots in American history.” In one of her 
articles for Women’s Voice, she wrote, “The 
State Department is nothing but Jews, as are the 
post offices and all other government positions. 
Let’s clean them out one way or another, and out 
of the country for good.” 

To be continued 



Adelle Cox of Los Angeles led the California 
chapter of We the Mothers and wrote a column 
for Women’s Voice. She blamed the United 
States, rather than the Japanese, for the attack at 
Pearl Harbor and denounced Is “Jew inspired” 
the Federal Council of Churches in America for 
urging the mobilization of all resources for the 
war. A friend of Waters, she mailed copies of 
The Modern Canaanites, an anti-Semitic 
diatribe, to Reverend Jonathan Ellsworth 


Eurofolk Radio - 24hrs a Day Tune in 
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Zionism and the Race War 
By Pastor Eli James 
(Continued from the July Editorial) 



O NLY two of these finance companies 
were not owned by Jews, JP Morgan 
(above) and the Rockefellers. All of 
these companies represent the Robber Barons of 
old. They are monopolists, international thieves 
and racketeers, far more powerful and far more 
evil than A1 Capone, Bugsy Siegel, or Meyer 
Lansky. And these monopolists still control the 
Federal Reserve Bank today. 

Of course, Chase National Bank is no more a 
national bank than is the Federal Reserve Bank; 
and the Federal Reserve Bank is no more federal 
than Federal Express. The Fed is a PRIVATE 
BANK run for the profit of its private 
stockholders. 

Recently, the kept press, which is totally 
controlled by Zionist Jews, has been accusing 
the Tea Party of being racist. Well, the fact is 
that most taxpayers are White, middle class 
people; and these White taxpayers have a right 
to demand that their money is not wasted on 
bailing out bankers and on communistic 
entitlement transfers - which means robbing 
Peter to buy Tyrone’s vote. You will recall that 
Obama, who promised change, did exactly what 
every previous administration has done, that is, 
he bailed out the banker’s with taxpayers’ 
money. The banksters’ bad investments are 
covered by you and me. Gee, it would be nice 
that, when I make a bad investment, I could 
charge the taxpayers for my bad business 
decisions. That’s what’s going on, folks. And 
anyone who makes excuses for these banking 


racketeers is nothing but a whore for the Zionist 
Jews. 

Now, let’s compare the power that we White 
nationalists have versus the power wielded by 
world Jewry: 

First of all, we White Nationalists are NOT 
war-mongers, like the Jewish Zionists and 
Neo-Kahns. We are actually opposed to these 
wars. Our slogan is “Support our troops. Bring 
them home.” 

Obama lied to you when he said he would bring 
change. Well, technically, he didn’t lie. He 
NEVER said it would be good change. After 
pretending to be a dove, he ESCALATED the 
war, by adding 40,000 troops to Afghanistan. 
The war in Iraq is still going on, full force, 
despite the absence of the bogeyman, Saddam 
Hussein. No good change folks. No good 
change at all! 

Second, we Patriots are NOT super-rich 
moneylenders, who prey on borrowers and 
foreclose on their homes, when they can’t make 
their payments. No White nationalist has ever 
deprived an American of his home. At the same 
time, the Jewish press conveys the impression 
that there is an evil Nazi just waiting to bash your 
heads in. You should know by now that the real 
violent agitators are communists and deluded 
Blacks, who have been taught by the modem 
Uncle Toms, Jesse Jackson and A1 Sharptongue, 
to blame whitey for every failure in the black 
community. We’re not the ones who have 
dumbed them down to point where they can no 
longer read. It’s the Jewish-led National 
Education Association that is responsible for 
that. 

In recent years, educators have come to 
recognize that ancient Jewish education 
anticipated, and no doubt indirectly and remotely 
influenced, modem education. Thus the National 
Education Association of the United States cited 
the Babylonian Talmud as authority for a 
maximum class size of 25 pupils (BB 21a). - 
Jewish Virtual Library online. 
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Third, we are NOT slum landlords. The Jews 
hold that distinction, by far. 

Fourth, we Do Not Oppress Minority groups. 
The vast majority of our people are just trying 
to keep their jobs and make ends meet, just like 
the rest of you White folks. The difference 
between you and us is that we know who the real 
oppressors are. The Jews have brainwashed you 
into believing that we are the evil ones. 

Fifth, we do not get any entitlement money, like 
the homosexuals, the abortionists, the 
warmongers, the welfare recipients, the global 
educators, the UN, or the Israeli State. Your tax 
money is extorted from you so that your 
civilization is being destroyed by your own 
government, in collusion with the Zionists. The 
Big Money for social change is all on the Left, 
with the Tax Exempt Corporations leading the 
charge in these failed social experiments. The 
Tax Exempt Corporations, since they pay no 
taxes, are actually being supported by you, the 
taxpayer, to undermine our way of life. 

Sixth, none of us have ever owned slaves. Yet, 
Blacks and other liberals continuously throw a 
150-year old charge in our faces, as if we owe 
them something for what a few slave owners did 
before the Civil War. With all of the advantages 
that Blacks have gotten from affirmative racism, 
it’s amazing that they haven’t caught up with us 
yet. Instead, the Black flash mobs, who have 
been victimizing Whites exclusively, go home 
from their rampages to free housing, free 
education, free food, free medical care, all at the 
expense of the same White taxpayers they just 
beat up on the streets of Milwaukee! Where’s 
the gratitude for our generosity, Black man? I 
want to see some gratitude for these entitlements, 
paid for by me and the other White taxpayers of 
America. There’s an old saying, Don’t bite the 
hand that feeds you. If you don’t stop these 
completely unjustified attacks, the Second 
Amendment will come into play. I guarantee it. 

If you want to talk about reparations, the Bible 
says that the children cannot be held responsible 
for the sins of their parents. (Ezekiel 18) So, 
why do you want to make us pay for something 
that only a small fraction of Southerners ever 
did? Isn’t that prejudice? Prejudice is blaming 


a whole race for the sins of a few. As long as I 
can remember the liberals have been railing 
against the very concept of prejudice, then why 
in the world are they practicing it against us 
innocent White folks, who have actually been 
feeding, housing and educating the same Blacks 
who hate us so much that they go out in flash 
mobs to deprive of us of our life and liberty? 



You know what, folks, I don’t think this 
experiment in racial integration is working very 
well. I think it’s a miserable failure. This 
formerly White nation has been sold a bill of 
goods by Our Jewish slave masters, the 
moneychangers of the Federal Reserve Bank. 

One more thing about slavery, if Blacks want 
reparations, they should present the bill to the 
Jews of Wall Street, whose ancestors owned 
most of the slave ships and were the actual slave 
dealers and auctioneers. Yes, White plantation 
owners bought them but the Jews were the 
dealers. The slave auctions were often 
suspended on Saturdays (the Jewish Sabbath), 
because the auctions we held by Jews. "...Jewish 
merchants played a major role in the slave trade. 
In fact, in all the American colonies, whether 
French (Martinique), British, or Dutch, Jewish 
merchants frequently dominated." - Dr. Marc 
Lee Raphael, editor of American Jewish History, 
the journal of the American Jewish Historical 
Society at Brandeis University in Massachusetts. 

It is also a historical fact that most Blacks were 
sold into slavery by their own tribal chiefs, in 
exchange for rum and other goods. For this 
reason, Blacks are every bit as much to blame 
for slavery as the Jews and plantation owners. 

Here are some quotations from the book, The 
Secret Relationship Between Blacks and Jews, 
published by the Nation of Islam. 
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Besides their important position in the sugar 
industry and in tax farming, they dominated the 
slave trade.... The buyers who appeared at the 
auctions were almost always Jews, and because 
of this lack of competitors they could buy slaves 
at low prices. 


"Anne & Eliza" -Justus Bosch and John 
Abrams 

"Prudent Betty" - Henry Cruger and 
Jacob Phoenix 

"Hester" - Mordecai and David Gomez 


According to Jewish scholar Dr. Harold 
Brackman, during the 1600’s “slave trading in 
Brazil became a ‘Jewish’ mercantile specialty in 
much the same way it had been in early medieval 
Europe. ” In fact, wrote scholar Jonathan 
Schorsch, “ Jewish merchants routinely 
possessed enormous numbers of slaves 
temporarily before selling them off?' The Jewish 
Encyclopedia adds that “ Jewish commercial 
activity" in this time included a “monopoly of 
the slave trade.” 


"Elizabeth" - Mordecai and David 
Gomez 

"Antigua" - Nathan Marston and 
Abram Lyell 

"Betsy" - Wm. De Woolf 
"Polly" - James De Woolf 
"White Horse" - Jan de Sweevts 


Dr. Marcus Arkin 
wrote that the Jews of 
Surinam used “many 
thousands” of Black 
slaves, and Rabbi 
Herbert I. Bloom 
added that the “slave 
trade was one of the 
most important Jewish 
activities...” In 1694, 
Jews owned 9,000 Africans. They protested 
vehemently when the Gentile authorities decreed 
that the slaves should have a day off. 

The prominent Jewish historian Dr. Cecil Roth 
wrote that the slave revolts in parts of South 
America “were largely directed against Jews.” 
Sources: 

http://www.blacksandiews.com/SpeakingofSlav 

ery Audio.html 

http://www.blacksandiews.com/JewsInSlavery 

O-T.html 


"Expedition" - John and Jacob 
Roosevelt 

"Charlotte" - Moses and Sam Levy 
and Jacob Franks 

"Caracoa" - -Moses and Sam Levy 

Many of these Jews have Dutch and Spanish 
surnames, because the Jewish bankers were 
allowed to operate in these countries, while they 
were being expelled from the other European 
countries. Hence, Jewry flourished in these two 
countries during the Middle Ages, before they 
were also expelled for their nefarious activities. 
So, all you Black folk who want reparations for 
slavery 150 years ago, take your complaint to 
Wall Street, where the Jew Banksters do 
business. It was their ancestors who organized 
the slave trade, not my ancestors. By the way, 
they actually have the money for such 
reparations. We don’t. 

So, let’s review the situation: 



The following is a list slave ship names and their 
Jewish owners: 

"Abigail" - Aaron Lopez, Moses Levy, 
Jacob Franks 

"Crown" - Issac Levy and Nathan 
Simpson 

"Nassau" -Moses Levy. 

"Four Sisters" -Moses Levy 


Those globalist Jews, who say that White 
Racism is the cause of all the world’s problems, 
are actively engaged in: 

1. Promoting international warfare and profiting 
therefrom. 

2. Creating a malicious, fraudulent, and 
unconstitutional PRIVATE banking system, 

Which they have owned and operated since 
Woodrow Wilson signed the act in 1913. The 
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Jews have controlled the stock of the Fed since 
the beginning, and most of the chairmen have 
been Jews, including Eugene Meyer, Paul 
Volcker, Greenspan, and now, Ben Bemanke. 
Eugene Meyer went on to be the President of 
Rothschild’s World Bank. His daughter, 
Katherine Meyer Graham, owns the Washington 
Post. You won’t get any accurate information 
about banking from the Washington Post. 

In regard to this situation, I quote an article about 
the appointment of Ben Bemanke, entitled The 
Federal Reserve Chairman, Yet Another Jew, by 
Ian Mosley: 

It is difficult to overstate the importance of the 
Federal Reserve in maintaining the Judaic 
control not only of our American economy and 
politics, but the economy and statecraft of the 
entire world. Very few people in America even 
understand what the Federal Reserve is, despite 
the fact that every single dollar bill in their 
wallets bears the description “Federal Reserve 
Note.” Many people think that they are working 
to earn “American money” or “U. S. dollars” and 
that the green pieces of paper in their wallets are 
in some way connected with the United States or 
backed by the United States government. They 
are not. They are Federal Reserve notes- 
PRIVATELY printed money issued under 


contract to the U. S. by a JEWISH controlled 
corporation. 

The Federal Reserve and the Jews who control 
it have their claws in a stranglehold around 
America’s throat. They alone decide how much 
money will be in circulation, hence the rate of 
inflation. They alone decide on prime interest 
rates, hence the power to inflate huge 
multinational banks and financial institutions 
with obscene profits or send the American 
economy crashing down into a depression with 
a few taps on a computer keyboard and a public 
announcement. The mighty Stock Exchange 
itself is nothing but a toy balloon on a string for 
the Jews who run the Federal Reserve; they can 
manipulate the market and stock prices at will 
and pop the balloon any time they want. 

America will never be truly free until the Federal 
Reserve and the Jews who control it have been 
brought down and replaced by a genuine national 
currency backed by precious metals or some 
other benchmark of real-world value. 

3. Genocide of the Palestinian people. 

To be continued 


The Mystery of Super Spy - Sir Anthony Blunt 

by T. Stokes 



Anthony Blunt 
1907 - 1983 


A catalogue 
of wartime 
British 
intelligence 
corruption, and 
incompetence at the 
highest levels, and a 
classic case of 
Illuminati 
prosecution immun 
ity... “In such small 
deceits do we begin 
the auction of our 
souls”. 


Bom in 1907 his School life was difficult, and 
he was seen as both remote and awkward; he 
would later claim to Guy Burgess that his first 
sexual experience was at age 8. 


Men, particularly when disturbed emotionally or 
sexually, often take refuge in “intellectualism”, 
and Blunt was an intellectual. 

Like many others Blunt, while at Trinity college 
in Cambridge, swore an oath to help spread 
communism in the west, even supporting Soviet 
atrocities in the Spanish civil war, as did Kim 
Philby. 

A team of 12 Soviet sympathisers at Cambridge 
university, known as the “Apostles”, were part 
of the Commintem, or communist international. 
The Soviets called it the Hommintem due to the 
drunken, promiscuous sexual behaviour of its 
supporters. Blunt, like many other traitors, was 
a total heterophobe. 
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Blunt later claimed as did fellow travellers 
Philby and Caimcross, that he only helped the 
Soviets because they were opposed to Hitler, but 
this does not wash, because Hitler only arrived 
on the scene in the mid thirties, and as an 
antidote to the Soviet threat. 

All through the Nazi-Soviet pact, Germany and 
Russia shared their intelligence, and Blunt & co. 
betrayed all they could. In one instance alone 
Blunt had 49 Dutchmen murdered. 

In the 1930’s Cambridge and Oxford were 
traitors recruiting grounds, often done with the 
complicity of those in authority, 



The Cambridge traitors often said, by assisting 
the soviets they were only helping an ally, but 
they never were an ally; the Soviets worked 
against us the whole way through the war, up to 
the collapse of the Berlin wall. (This is 
confirmed by defector evidence, including Oleg 
Penkovsky, Yuri Nosenko, Igor Gouzenko, and 
in particular Anatoli Golitzin, and the K.G.B. 
archivist Vasili Mitrokhin). 

After the collapse of the Soviet Union much 
information previously hidden from us about our 
own nations crimes, and hidden by our own 
security services has come out. This 
incompetence has become known from released 
K.G.B. files, and it makes a mockery of our 
history books and a lot of revered establishment 
figures. The American Freedom of Information 
act is also quite revealing. Blunt upset many 
contemporaries by his reference to the 
unnecessary fire bombing of German dormitory 
towns and cities, “as an act of the greatest 
cowardice by the R.A.F. when the third Reich 
was making gestures for an honourable surrender 
from 1942”. 

Blunts heavy drinking bouts show the anxiety 
and mental restlessness over being found out; 
the guilt over trying to destroy ones country must 
have been huge. This would be fertile grounds 
for deep depression, which often leads to 
alcoholism. 

Blunt rose to the very heights of the intelligence 
world, and recruited many others to also betray 
their families and countrymen. 

His friend and fellow traitor Guy Burgess was a 
devout keeper of daily diaries, and even today 
these make shocking reading. 


Incidentally both Blunt and F. B. I Chief J. 
Edgar Hoover (above) both subscribed to the 
theory that the Jewish underground, the 
“Sanyanim”, supported Russia through World 
War two. Blunts colleague and fellow traitor 
Kim Philby actually married Litzi Friedman, a 
Jewish underground runner for Soviet 
Intelligence. Amazingly we never questioned 
him on this; in fact her security file actually 
carries a warning about this. 

It was believed that the Jews would help anyone 
who opposed Germany, (see testimony Ethel 
Rosenberg, Ruth Cohen/Werner and Helen & 
Peter Kroger); this compounded by Churchill’s 
decision, on Victor Rothschild’s advice, to 
forbid any intelligence gathering on Russia. And 
to ship them aid as in spitfires and foodstuff etc, 
when our own country was so desperate, 
remember we shared all intelligence with the 
Soviets, they shared none with us, Stalin even 
deliberately muddying the waters, with Churchill 
falling over himself to appease the Russians. 

In 1942, India bravely supported Britain in its 
war, while Churchill refused to help the Indian 
famine which killed four and a half million 
people. Churchill even remained silent over 
Stalin's rape squads; Russian soldiers entering 
Germany with orders to rape as many German 
women and children as possible, to disrupt the 
Eugenics tables. 

Again defector evidence hints at the American 
president and his wife, Eleanor Roosevelt, 
having Russian socialist sympathies, but this 
could have been blackmail over her sexual 
promiscuity. 

Bear in mind, to remain silent about a crime is 
to be complicit in it. 
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Churchill’s attitude as an issue in itself is very 
strange. 

Blunt had strong feelings that Germans like 
Klaus Barbie, who was so successful at rounding 
up Churchill’s wartime S. O. E. thugs and 
bombers, Barbie then like others became agents 
for America in the war's aftermath, because the 
only people with an intelligence infrastructure 
to deal with the soviets were the Germans, so 
they were promised immunity, the war crimes 
trials of Nuremberg, meant the allies went back 
on their word. 

Churchill did not even want a trial, just a few 
quick murders as shown in the way the S.O.E 
dealt with Mussolini’s cabinet. 

Our Intelligence services said Britain’s real 
enemies all along were the Soviets; anyone 
helping German interests were hanged or shot, 
Soviet agents most times were not even 
prosecuted. And it meant the whole truth about 
Stalin’s Englishmen never came out. 

Incidentally, Louis De-Whol, one of the British 
governments team of astrologers during World 
War two, claimed all along that certain highly 
placed people were at risk from blackmail. These 
were; alcoholics, predatory homosexuals, 
communists and compulsive blabber 
mouths. Blunt met every category, yet was 
allowed to continue in place. In one incident, 
from the Russian first chief directorate, Blunt 
(code named Johnson) broke down in a taxi 
outside Leconfield house and confessed to the 
driver, that he was a Soviet spy, with many 
deaths on his conscience. 

Many taxi drivers who travelled to the 
Intelligence H.Q. were in the pay of the K.G.B. 
who reported back, and they offered Blunt the 
chance to defect, which interestingly, he 
refused. On another occasion, while undergoing 
a cataract operation, he blurted out to the surgeon 
accusations about the comedy actor Charlie 
Chaplin being blackmailed into being a top 
A.I.P (agent in place) for the Jewish 
underground, under threat of exposure about his 
tastes in underage girls, his recruitment by Lord 
Victor Rothschild, of his own involvement with 
both the Russians, and of Blunt being “turned 
on sexually“ by the shiny boots, and fur busbies 
that Guardsmen wore. 


Now remember you could get treatment until 
1992 on the national health for sexual problems 
of this sort, as it was classed by the world health 
organisation as a mental health illness, and 
although he was regularly picked up by the 
police for hanging around public lavatories, he 
was never prosecuted, as he was protected from 
within. One of his boasts was that he often shared 
the same young boys with playwright Noel 
Coward and Intelligence chief Maurice 
Oldfield, and the king's own brother, these spotty 
adolescents they called “rough trade”; he would 
refer to them as his “catemites”. He would also 
claim while drunk at whites club, that the labour 
leader Hugh Gaitskell was murdered by the 
Soviets. Years later, Gaitskells family nanny, a 
woman of scrupulous integrity, Maude Burton, 
said the family believed it also. I read her actual 
statement, before official alteration and signing. 
The family nanny was then retired to a tiny 
village called Brancaster Staithe, where she was 
bom, given a cottage, and sworn to secrecy. 



The Russians murdered their royal family in 
1917, and they were related to our royal family, 
which is why members of our royal family 
secretly supported Hitler, and Anthony Blunt 
claimed Nazi party funding came from the same 
Jewish banks that supported the allies. 

During world war two only one stray bomb hit 
Buckingham palace, strange, one of the biggest 
targets in London(!) Hitler wanted to keep our 
royal family and our empire in place, when the 
price for American help was to give up our 
empire. Blunt would insist that the mysterious 
death in 1941 of the king’s brother, the Duke of 
Kent, was a murder on Churchill’s orders, as he 
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was trying to make peace. Blunt was unusually 
angry over this murder. 

It was long rumoured that the unusual 
resemblance between Blunt and Edward VIII 
was because they were half brothers. 


Anthony Blunt (1907- 
1983) 


Edward VIII (1894- 
1972) 

If you look at photos 
the likeness is uncanny. 

The Polish leader, 
general Sikhorsky, was 
also murdered, the 
same sabotage 

technique being applied to both him as the Duke 
of Kent. 

Blunt claimed the death of the patriot “Lawrence 
of Arabia” was also murder. After the war Blunt 
would jokingly claim to rent boys that he would 
bring back to his flat above the Courtalds 
Institute, that he was the illegitimate son of the 
king and he was sent to the remains of Germany 
to retrieve letters of support for the Third Reich, 
from our royal family and he had kept something 
for “insurance”. 

The queen mother in particular was said to be a 
supporter of Hitler because he was the only man 
alive who would stand up to the Soviet Union, 
and remember that in the Russian revolution her 
relatives, the Romanovs were murdered. 

Newspaper tycoon Robert Maxwell allegedly 
claimed Bilderberg sources named the present 
queens mother, as his main protector. This meant 
our inept Intelligence services would never bring 




him to book, even after defector evidence 
incriminated him in 1950, and again when he 
confessed in 1964. 

It was no surprise, when his knighthood 
bestowed on him by the Queen in 1956, was 
annulled in 1979 at Mrs. Thatcher’s insistence. 

Yet he never did come entirely clean, although 
he feared Peter Wright of “spycatcher” fame, and 
the clever gentle interrogator Arthur Martin. He 
was allowed to keep his secrets as long as he kept 
silent, and escaped much questioning. It is time 
now that Joint Intelligence Committee (J.I.C,) 
documentation is made public, and on this 
subject there is plenty. 

The entire war was twisted and distorted by 
traitors like this, and if we had listened to our 
Intelligence personnel there would have been no 
Soviet Cold War. 

The pompous and aloof keeper of the Queen’s 
pictures, a world expert on Poussin, the man who 
would authenticate fraudulent paintings as 
genuine for a price. 

Official records say he stopped spying at the end 
of W.W.II,; this is a lie. He was still passing on 
information and gossip until well after that date. 
There is a line from Shakespeare’s Henry V that 
runs: “old men forget but they remember with 
advantages", as he got older, events from the 
distant past would disturb him, as he would hear 
voices of the men he had betrayed speaking in 
the dead of night, bringing on drunken crying 
binges. 

Sexual sociopaths are people who because of 
mental illness have no sense of moral or social 
responsibility; they block their feelings and 
avoid meaningful relationships. 

They can see themselves as the only good in the 
world, and look down on others; the isolation is 
characteristic of paranoia. 

His personality profile shows a religious man, 
and for many communism is a religion, but all 
the Cambridge spies thought we would all be 
ruled by Russia and they would be in positions 
of great power here in Britain. It is strange that 
the very monarchy Blunt wanted abolished, he 
was to work for, and be protected by. 

The End OS21682 
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The Living Word - Philippians 2:16 
John Trotter - Winmalee, Australia 
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many 
times 
do you read the 
Scriptures and 
therein do you 
read the 

headlines of 
the day. This 
is especially 
true when you 
read about the decadence of the people and how 
our leaders are deceiving the masses. If you were 
to make a list of the sins mentioned by the 
prophets and align them with today’s society you 
would see a close parallel to life in the Old 
Testament times. This is surely proof that true 
Israel is to be found amongst the Western 
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Nations. 


Some might say, “Don’t all nations sin and 
therefore show similar signs of decay as do the 
Western Nations?” There is no doubt that many 
countries of the world are in a state of 
degradation and in many cases are experiencing 
a greater decline than the Western Nations. It is 
for this reason that many correctly say, “I am 
glad I live in Australia or even in some nation 
that is in the West”. 


But there is one big difference to non-Westem 
Nations. The difference lies in the fact that the 
Western Nations can say that their beginnings 
were Christian based. Hundreds of years ago the 
Law Courts of England and countries of Western 
Europe could say that the laws of the land were 
based on Biblical teachings. The Gospel and 
missionary effort left the shores of England, 
America and Australia to take Christ’s Message 
to other lands. Church history was closely bound 
up in the running affairs of Western Nations. 
Great reformers from within the Church and 
society generally laid the basis for Common Law 
and thus provided the Western Nations with a 
greater understanding of freedom than many 
nations who looked to other faiths. 


Modem society with all its technical skills 
mostly arose out of the minds of men who 
understood the principles of Christ’s teachings. 


There is no doubt that during the C18 th and C19 th 
there were incredible far reaching social and 
engineering benefits that improved the living 
standards of all people. Of course not all went 
well with the progression towards improving 
standards for the masses. Most of these setbacks 
were due to a financial system that restricted the 
blessings that God was willing to share with His 
people. It is unfortunate that we have taken the 
broad path that leads to death that is the 
mortgaging of society. It is interesting that the 
word mortgage means “death hold”. The 
charging of interest on credit that is made out of 
nothing and the deliberate destruction of God’s 
providence, for example grain crops, has done 
nothing in ridding the world’s debt which for 
some time has exceeded the world’s wealth. But 
God said this would happen if we did not obey 
His Laws. We have dug our own hole to the point 
that I believe we cannot presently declare 
ourselves a Christian Nation. 

As I have said before our present condition did 
not start back in the 1970’s. Even from the late 

C19 th the seed of apostasy had been planted. Two 
of our own Prime Ministers who took us into the 

C20 th were involved in occult movements, yet 
they were looked upon as Christian men. The 
same could be said of the United States. Even in 
England a number of “great men” , whilst 
superficially Christian, could not say honestly 
that Christ was their Saviour and Redeemer. The 
Prince of this World has played his role in the 
affairs of God’s people. The tares have been in 
the wheat field for many centuries. It is 
unfortunate that sometimes what has been called 
Christianity is more often Deism. 

But despite all the opposition throughout history 
God has always had His remnant who have kept 
alive the Scriptures. Even during the time of 
Roman Catholic influence in England and 
Western European history, the remnant was still 
sowing the seed, some of which took root in 
good soil. The Scriptures went from being a 
“closed book” to an “opened book”. William 
Tyndale’s prayer was finally answered even 
though there was considerable opposition. 
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Where the 
Scriptures 
come alive 
for me is in 
the belief 
that the 
Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic 
are the 
descendants 
of the Israel 
people in the 
Bible. When 
the Bible is 
read we see 
it as our 
history. This association I compare to the 
following illustration. Let’s say I write a letter 
to a cousin about what we did as children. When 
my cousin reads the letter, the memories come 
flooding back. This is what I believe happened 
to the disciples when they sent out their pastoral 
letters and epistles. They were reminding the 
“gentilised Israelites” of their history and the 
promises that God had made through the 
Covenants. They were being reminded of 
Christ’s message and hope that if they accepted 
their Redeemer and Saviour, God would become 
their God again. 

The first verse of James clearly shows the 

connection when it says: “.to the twelve 

tribes which were scattered abroad, greeting” 

and in 1 Peter verse 1 “.to the strangers 

scattered.”. There are many more examples. 

When these people received these letters their 
hearts would have relived their history. The seed 
that was planted resulted in the church or 
“ecclesia” over the next 200 years to expand 
from the isles in the west to the isles in the 
Japanese sea. Christ made it very clear where the 
word had to be sent. For 2 such verses please 
read Matthew 10:6 and 15:24 for the specific 
request of where the word was to go. 

The worth of Jesus’ words are seen in history. 
Missionaries of later centuries sent the word 
even further afield. The Saints of Ireland prior 

to Augustine of the 6 th century had already 
spread the word beyond the shores of Ireland. 
The spreading of the word had substance, for so 
many gave their lives for the “high calling”. The 
understanding of who we are as a people is not 
new. Ancient records are available that show the 


word went out in the belief that is was going to 
those who were of Abraham’s seed. 

The living word was not just seen in the national 
connection but in the simplicity of the Gospel or 
good news, not just for Israel but for all of 
mankind. There is one particular British Israel 
publication that goes to Africa. Some of the 
readers of this journal are black Africans and 
they rejoice as Christians, in the fact that they 
worship a God who has kept His Covenants with 
Israel. I can remember during my youth having 
fellowship with a Fijian woman who felt the 
same. 

It is an historical fact that virtually 100% of 
missionary effort has originated with the Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic people. We are the people of the 
Book. It is my view that some of the previous 
effort to take the Word around the world has 
backfired due to the endeavours of some to turn 
people of other races into Englishmen. Their 
zealous endeavours were sometimes misguided 
to the point that the business dealings of the 
Empire seemed to override the good intent of 
many missionaries. At times greed, corporation 
profit and even slavery left some nations 
wondering about the benefits of western 
influence. There is no doubt in my mind that 
some of the past mistakes are rebounding back 
onto our shores. These are some of the skeletons 
in the cupboard that are often overlooked. We 
cannot deny that they are part of our family 
history. Our role as a servant people has to be 
backed up with honesty with our past. The 
knowledge of the “tree of knowledge of good 
and evil”, did not help at times in these efforts. 

Satan being the Prince of this World, worked 

very hard during the Cl9 th . He, through his 
ministers of righteousness ( 2 Corinthians 11:15 
) worked to counteract the good work of sincere 
missionary effort. The tares had been planted in 
the Kingdom. False teachings through the places 
of higher learning were trying to cause Israelites 
to believe that Christ was irrelevant in history 
and that they were aliens from the citizenship of 
Israel. The Covenants were to be forgotten so as 
they would be without hope and without God in 
the world (Ephesians 2:12). In other words Satan 
was trying and is still trying to reverse history 
as expressed in Ephesians 2:12. The “lost” 
Israelites at the time of writing the Epistles were 
also without hope until the Living Word had 
arrived. It is interesting that the word “lost” 
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means, those who were set aside due to their 
disobedience. Refer to Matthew 10:6 and 15:24. 

It is my view that at the moment we in the West 
have reverted back to that time when God had 
set Israel aside due to their disobedience. Whilst 
I believe the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob 
still answers our prayers, especially in our 
personal lives, I do believe God is allowing the 
Western Nations to be found in such a critical 
state that the fulfilment of Luke 18:8,1 Timothy 
4:1, 2 Timothy 4:4 and 2 Peter 3:17 is being 
fulfilled. It is the answering of many of our 
personal prayers that has given many a false 
assurance that everything is alright especially in 
the West. Very few do not seem to realise the 
relevant significance for today of Gideon, the 
chosen 300 and the countless Midianites in the 
valley. It was finally God that won the battle for 
Israel. The pride of the Western nations has to 
be broken (Judges 7:2). 

The Bible is very clear that in the days just prior 
to His Return people will be turning to every 
other teaching other than the words of Christ. 
This situation can only apply to the West because 
as stated previously we once had Christianity as 
the foundation of our nation. Very few will find 
the narrow way (Matthew 7:14). There is no 

doubt in my mind that the C21 st is the most 
religious century in world history. The gods of 
Babylon, Egypt, Media -Persia, Greece and 


Rome have been given new life in all forms of 
the market place. The Living Word has already 
warned us of this time. 

By studying the Word in the belief that it is not 
only alive but is a light unto our path (Psalm 
119:105) we can be assured of the hope that the 
God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob will fulfil the 
promises made unto our Fathers (Acts 26:6-7, 
28:20). As I believe we are descendants of the 
Fathers mentioned in Acts 26:6-7, our history is 
written into the pages of the Bible. Surely the 
words of Isaiah 51:1-4 are most relevant when 
they say: “ Hearken to Me, ye that follow after 
righteousness, ye that seek the lord; look unto 
the rock whence ye are hewn, and to the hole 
of the pit whence ye are digged. Look unto 
Abraham your father and unto Sarah that bare 
you; for I called him alone and blessed him and 
increased him. For the Lord shall comfort 
Zion; He will comfort all her waste places; and 
He will make her wilderness like Eden and her 
desert like the garden of the Lord; joy and 
gladness shall be found therein, thanksgiving 
and the voice of melody. Hearken unto Me, My 
people; and give ear unto Me, O My nation; for 
a law shall proceed from Me, and I will make 
My judgment to rest for a light of the people. ” 
So be it. 

The End OS21730 


Letters And Views 



TO THE CHIEF CONSTABLE OF 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE SUZETTE 
DAVENPORT. 

Sir,—I am required under the professional 
negligence pre action protocol to write to you to 
inform you that I intend to take action in the 


Common Law Court for the suffering that you 
have caused me by your professional negligence. 

YOUR NEGLIGENCE 

You are required under common law as 
described by Henry de Bracton on or about the 
Year 1255, to record and investigate crimes that 
come within your knowledge. 

The holder of an office of constable by refusing 
to record a crime is tantamount to him granting 
a dispensation of the penalty of that crime. 
Court of Common Pleas. Thomas v Sorrel 1674. 
You have refused to record and investigate the 
crimes committed by the three chief constables 
in the Plebgate affair where they admitted on 
record before the Home Affairs select 
committee that they altered a legal document 
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for recommending further investigation of 
officers to recommending no further action. 



You have refused to record and investigate the 
crime of misprison of treason committed by the 
Metropolitan Police Commissioner Sir Bernard 
Hogan Howe where I presented you with 
evidence that 12 police forces had recorded the 
crimes of treason by the prime minister and 
others and forwarded them to Bernard Hogan 
How to investigate. I have given you evidence 
in a copy of a letter stating that he considers the 
claimants vexatious and will not investigate the 
crimes. I have given you evidence that he is 
acting outside the law by doing this. 

You have refused to record and investigate this 
crime. 

TIMES & DATES. 

On the 11/11/2013 I communicated wit Mark 
Wittaker of the so called professional standards 
dept. He and others in the dept, tried to 
downgrade my complaint of crime to one of 
complaint against the police. There must be 
many documents following on from that date 
when I tried to get them to act lawfully which 
are kept and recorded in that dept. 

MY SUFFERING 

As a retired police officer and federation rep. I 
was disgusted by the dishonest actions of the 
three constables and federation reps, in the 
plebgate affair. 

I was even more horrified to discover that the 
three chief constables in the same affair tried to 
stop further investigations of the crimes. 

I tried to use your police force to correct the 
matter but have met with continuous obstruction 
by officers acting under your instruction. I am 
aware that you know of their conduct rather than 
being just vicariously liable because Martin Surl 


the police commissioner emailed me to state that 
he had discussed it with you. 

In a similar way I was shocked that I received 
the same response from your officers when I 
tried to report the offence of misprison of treason. 
I am horrified that your concern for your position 
outweighs any duty that you have to act in a 
lawful and just way. 

I am further horrified that you set such a bad 
example to those officers below you when you 
demonstrate that you and they are above the law. 

MY CLAIM 

For the mental anguish and distress at realising 
how officers of the law were illegally denying 
my lawful rights I claim at the rate of £10 per 
day until such time as you carry out your lawful 
duty. 

I further require you to record the complaints of 
crime as originally submitted to yourself and 
cause their investigation. 

INDEMNITY 

I am required to inform you that you should 
notify your insurers of this claim. Signed by 
John Timbrell 

****** 

Cameron's Holocaust Commission 

Sir-, I managed to find out the email address of 
a number of the people listed on Cameron's 
Holocaust Commission and sent them this email. 

Ed Balls, Peter Bazalgette, David Cameron, 
Mick Davis, Michael Gove, Simon Hughes, 
Helen Hyde, Ephraim Mirvis, Leo Noe 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

As a member of David Cameron's Holocaust 
Commission you need to understand that a great 
number of people now question the official 
account of the Holocaust. It seems that this has 
only come about since the advent of the Internet. 
Prior to this there appears to have been total 
silence on this issue in the media. It has also been 
observed, by a great many people, that the start 
of the criminalisation of Holocaust denial, by 
some European countries, coincided with the 
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appearance of the Internet. It is through the 
Internet that questions are now being raised 
about the Holocaust. Why has this particular 
event been the only piece of history that to 
question it is considered a criminal act? 

Below is a summary of a report that is just one 
of the many thousands of archived documents 
and personal diaries of many principle people 
involved and is now freely discussed on the 
internet. This article confirms the early US Army 
investigations into German Concentration 
Camps. A list of references used is at the end of 
the document. 

I offer this to you as the legitimate concern of 
hundreds of thousands of people, not just in the 
UK but all over the world. In the view of many 
it would be quite wrong to create such a 
memorial and adding to the UK education 
curriculum something based on inaccurate and 
hearsay information as highlighted in this 
particular document. The full document is 
attached. UK Patriot 

Summary 

The conclusions of the early US Army 
investigations as to the truth about the wartime 
German concentration camps have since been 
corroborated by all subsequent investigators and 
can be summarized: 

1 The harrowing scenes of dead and dying 
inmates were not the result of a German policy 
of "extermination," but rather the result of 
epidemics of typhus and other disease brought 
about largely by the effects of Allied aerial 
attacks. 

2 Stories of Nazi supercriminals and sadists who 
turned Jews and others into handbags and 
lampshades for their private profit or amusement 
were sick lies or diseased fantasies; indeed, the 
German authorities punished corruption and 
cruelty on the part of camp commanders and 
guards. 

3 On the other hand, portrayals of the newly 
liberated inmates as saints and martyrs of 
Hitlerism were quite often very far from the 
truth; indeed, most of the brutalities inflicted on 
camp detainees were the work of their fellow 
prisoners, in contravention of German policy and 
German orders. 


4 The alleged homicidal showers and gas 
chambers were used either for bathing camp 
inmates or delousing their clothes; the claim that 
they were used to murder Jews or other human 
beings is a contemptible fabrication. Orthodox 
historians and professional "Nazi-hunters" have 
quietly dropped claims that inmates were gassed 
at Dachau, Buchenwald and other camps in 
Germany. They continue, however, to keep silent 
regarding the lies about Dachau and 
Buchenwald, as well as to evade an open 
discussion of the evidence for homicidal gassing 
at Auschwitz and the other camps captured by 
the Soviets. 

David Cameron 

Sir—, A Copy of a letter sent to:- 

David Cameron 
The apology for Prime Minster 
The House of Commons 
The Palace of Westminster 
London 
SW1A OAA 
28-04-2014 

Ref your threat to 
resign 

David, Seldom in the 
history of England has 
such a useless nonentity 
as you held any major 
office of state, you are 
in my humble 
estimation not referred 
to as the boy David for 
nothing, you are in fact an over grown school 
boy, and not a particularly bright one at that. You 
I believe model yourself on Tony Blair an 
interesting choice if I may say so, like you Blair 
would not know the truth if it got up and bit him. 
Like you or more properly you like him are 
presiding over the dismantling of this Ancient 
Kingdom of England. But this should not 
surprise us as you are proud of your Ashkenazi 
roots and your Scottish ancestry. 

The Ashkenazi are the biggest load of thieving 
layabouts the world has known and the sooner 
we hang those in government banking and 
industry the better for the rest of us it will be. 
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As to your Scottish ancestry you should be aware 
that it is an historic fact of life unpleasant for the 
Scots I know but after a long series of raids south 
of the border, raids which resulted in a number 
of our Kings going north of the border and 
trashing the Scots and ever since the reign of 
King Edward III Scotland has been no more than 
a county of England allowed to keep their own 
King and laws because an English King allowed 
them too 


reported in the press. This happened six months 
before the war started and the only persons 
dismayed by this was the drug barons here, for 
90% of their supplies comes from Afghanistan. 
It takes time to precipitate a war and it appears 
that the Socialists were acting in the interests of 
the drug barons, who continued to have a small 
supply from the Northern Alliance, supported by 
the Socialists. In your peace talks, I trust that you 
will stop this supply from Afghanistan for ever. 


Now as some one who has worked and paid taxes 
in a real job which requires more skill in my little 
finger than we would find in a dozen of you, one 
who by virtue of the fact like millions of others 
employ you to do a job you are plainly incapable 
of, having contributed to the destruction of this 
Kingdom its armed forces emergency services 
and the NHS. 

The fact we have food banks for the first time in 
this Kingdom is the measure of your unrivalled 
incompetence. So I understand you are like the 
child you so plainly are saying you will resign 
if you do not get an in out referendum. This 
Kingdom cannot wait that long so go now. I on 
behalf of Her Majesty and her subjects accept 
your resignation so go now and take your useless 
government with you a couple of dozen cockney 
orange sellers would do a better job so clear off 
and give them a chance. Disrespectfully 
submitted, Albert Burgess 

Letter to The Prime Minister (Copy) 


The second item in the mail records your concern 
that your children may see pornographic items 
on the Internet. This however is part of a much 
larger problem which your children may meet 
when older, as I did aged 17, when a homosexual 
attempted to pick me up for immoral purposes. 
This was very distressing to me. The situation 
requires study and a booklet published by the 
late Richard Porter serves this purpose. 

There are several items in their agenda, which 
brings to mind the Saville case and his like who 
were performing unnatural acts with children. 
These were investigated by the police, but they 
never came to court! Why? The mail published 
the reason given by the DPP - the police had not 
followed the right procedure! As a Constable is 
responsible for bringing a case to court, why 
should we have the Crown prosecution 
investigation service?. The Crown Prosecution 
Service only exist to protect the likes of Saville 
and to prevent politically sensitive cases from 
coming to court. It must be abolished. 


Dear Prime Minister, 

Excellent 
news in the 
Daily Mail on 
17th of June 
2013 which 
caused me to 
see that you 
have a 

remarkable 
resemblance 
to Churchill! 


The second item - all laws banning homosexual 
behaviour are to be revoked. - Has already been 
achieved by their political friends. Now we have 
"marriage" for homosexuals. 

The family unit is to be abolished. This is now 
underway. The mail reports that many children 
are growing up without a father role model. And 
"perfect" boys are to be reproduced in genetic 
laboratories. I trust that you are not funding the 
research for this. 

You and all prominent persons are standing at 
the part in the court of history. If you complete 
the third item of the homosexuals’ agenda will 
your grandchildren be proud of you? It is no 
good saying "we were the victims of 
circumstances”. As we say Sir you are saying 
one thing and doing the opposite, much like 
Winston Leonard Spencer Churchill. He was not 
going to "fight on the beaches and in the fields" 



The excellent 
news is that peace talks are to start with the 
Taliban. Of course the socialist government of 
the time should not have started the war, more 
especially that the Taliban, as good Muslims, 
had stopped the production of opium, which was 
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himself. In Canada some years ago it was 
reported that some actors took a flight on the 
aircraft Churchill would've used. To their 
astonishment they found the largest toilet they 
had ever seen - of Marble! 

David Irving has done excellent work 
researching the real Winston Churchill and 
found It was he who started the deliberate 
murder of women and children, contrary to the 
rules of war by bombing defenceless citizens. 
His military knowledge was imperfect to say the 
least. An elderly friend of mine said Winston 
Churchill passed along the Strand while she was 


with a large group of New Zealand air force 
officers. When his car passed they all turned their 
backs on him. 

Now Sir, I don't want you to suffer the verdict 
of history that Winston Churchill is going to 
receive. Please give up "marriage" for 
homosexual purposes. 

Yours truly, 

The Ancient Mariner 

The End 


The Hebrew Origin Of The Brigands - Now 
A Derogatory Term 
From Our Sussex Correspondent 


T he once 
great Bow- 
land Forest 
and the dramatic 
fairy tale mountain¬ 
ous landscape of the 
Lake District in 
Cumbria, including 
Lancashire and 
Yorkshire was once 
known as Brigantia 
and is also the 'mid¬ 
dle' territory of Brit¬ 
ain. 

The Iron Age tribe 
that inhabited this 
vast region were the Brigantes, (from whence 
the word brigand is derived) a distinct race of 
people with their own elite aristocracy who ruled 
over middle Britain. Ralph Ellis, author of Scota, 
Egyptian Queen of the Scots (2006), states that 
the race originated from a city called Brigantia 
in northern Spain, which from early geographical 
descriptions is the modem city of Betanzos in 
Galicia. According to old maps and literary 
accounts, this town up until the 17th century was 
referred to as 'the former city of Brigancia'. The 
name Betanzos is also phonetically derived from 
Brigantium. 

In 1435, Walter Bower, Abbot of Inchcolm 
Abbey in Scotland, compiled a history of Scot¬ 
land called the Scotchichronicon. In this remark¬ 
able but controversial book, Bower states that 


the Irish and Scots were descended from Scota, 
daughter of an Egyptian Pharaoh. Ellis identifies 
her as the fourth daughter of the Pharaoh Akhen- 
aten also known as Ankhesenpaaten. Her hus¬ 
band Gaythelos was an Amama royal prince who 
Ellis believes was a vizier to Akhenaten, and 
later called Milesius. The Scotchichronicon 
mentions that Scota and Gaythelos left Egypt 
during a great exodus in 1300 BC with the help 
of Phoenicians and settled with their many 
followers in southern Spain by the River Ebro. 
Later they moved into Portugal and built a 
fortified town called Brigani their descendants 
eventually settling in Ireland and Scotland. 

Around AD 145, a Greek geographer working 
in Alexandria published a map the world based 
upon information gathered by early 
Greek/Phoenician traders and the Roman expe¬ 
ditionary forces. His map of Britain was remark¬ 
ably accurate except for Scotland north of the 
Tay, which stretched eastwards rather than 
northwards. He named the southeast region of 
Ireland Brigantes after the tribe who settled there. 



River Ebro Spain 
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These Irish colonists adopted the name Scotii 
after their Queen Scota, many of the eventually 
migrating to Western Scotland. The Brigantes of 
northern Britain with another group of these 
colonists making their capital at York. This 
popular tourist city formerly known as Ebora- 
cum took its name from the River Ebor, which 
is uncannily similar to Ebro, the name of the 
river where Scota first settled in Spain. 

The Venerable Bede described the Brigantes 
along with the Scottish tribes off Novantae and 
Selgovae as the southern Piets. Other sources say 
they came originally from Germany or north¬ 
eastern Gaul, whilst others suggest they travelled 
from the Braganca region of Portugal or Bregenz 
in Austria, both places renowned for the worship 
of the goddess Brigantia, a name that literally 
means 'the highest’. 

During the time of the Roman invasion, the 
Brigantes held the largest territory in Britain 
ruled over by Queen Cartimandua from another 
of their main centres Stanwick in Yorkshire. 
Many historians regard her as traitor, having 
handed over the great British war leader Carodoc 
or Caractacus in chains to the Romans, although 
many sources say she did so to protect her people. 



Betanzos in Galicia. Spain 


The Romans recorded the Brigantes as a proud 
and war-like nation with a tradition of imperial 
conquest. Despite her pro-Roman stance, Carti- 
mandua's tribe rebelled several times under the 
leadership of her husband Venutius, until Gen¬ 
eral Ostorio finally suppressed them in AD 79. 
However, according to the Roman poet Juvenal, 
I Brigantians continued their bid for independ¬ 
ence in the second century AD, as Roman 
soldiers were encouraged by their families to win 
glory for their country by 'destroying the forts of 
the Brigantes'. 


Some historians now believe that the intention 
of Hadrian's Wall, built after AD 1 was to 
prevent the Brigantes and the lowland Pictish 
tribes from joining forces, the strength of their 
combined armies would have almost certainly 
outnumbered the Roman legions. 

After the Romans departed Britain, the northwest 
region of Brigantia became the Kingdom of 
Rheged, one of the most powerful kingdoms of 
the post-Roman Briton ruled over by a legendary 
warrior called King TJrien. Its territory stretched 
as far south as Manchester and the western 
Pennines to Galloway in the north, but its heart¬ 
land in the Eden Valley and Carlisle. They 
successfully defended their realm against the 
Saxon tribes and stayed independent until the 
7th century when, through a royal marriage 
alliance, they peacefully joined with the Angles 
to become part of the Kingdom Northumbria. 
Celtic Christian missionaries from Ireland also 
roamed the Kingdom Rheged during the Roman 
occupation, converting many pagans to the early 
teaching of Christ. 



Hadrian’s Wall, built after AD 1 was 
to prevent the Brigantes and the 
lowland Pictish tribes from joining 
forces 

The End OS21724 
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CD 127 minutes [Listen to audio clipl $16.00 

Here you will find the ignored story of the 
massive deportations of the German peoples 
from Eastern Germany, Poland, the Baltic 
States, and the Sudetenland and its attendant 
horrors. 

The entire library of many more audio programs 
is available as a bundle. All told, this is nearly 14 
hours of great historical commentary! Plus, you 
realize a savings of $20 dollars. For full details 
and to purchase go to the website:— 

http://www.iftruthbeknown.net/index.php/about/ 


Is now on air! 

24 hr streaming of items 
of interest to identity 
believers including live 
broadcasts on matters 
of national interest and 
much more!! 

TUNE IN NOW! 

http://eurofolkradio.com/category/ge 

neral/ 



A wide range of Literature and rare 
book reprints in hard copy, reasonably 
priced, now available from the Christ’s 

Assembly web site: 

http://christsassemblv.com/literature.htm 
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FOR THE REAL 
NEWS 

http://www.youtube.com/user/ukcol 




WOW! IT'S 
EUROFOLK 
RADIO!./ y ' 


Pastor Eli James 
Sundays 16.00 hrs 

(British Summer time) 

Live on Eurofolk Radio and 
Eurofolk YouTube - Tune in and 
join in the chat 

http://eurofolkradio.com/category/general/ 






















Announcements 



Listen to Pastor Alan Campbell - Last 
Sunday of the month on Eurofolk Radio 
at 4.00 pm BST 



The above PowerPoint presentation is 
available at Pastor Eli’s website: 


www.anglo-saxonisrael.com 

Parts 1-6 plus a short introduction 
can now be viewed or downloaded - 
the latest addition part 6 covers the 
German people in relation to the 
migrations of the Tribes of Israel. 



GERMANY’S OWN 
IDENTITY MAGAZINE 
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CONTACT 

pia-6@t-online.de 

Lawful Rebellion 
Meetings 

Reclaim Our Sovereignty 

Watch this space for 
future events 

The British Constitution Group 

7 Holland Road 

Wallasey 
Wirral 
CH45 7QZ 

Telephone 07813 529 383 
Emailinfo@thebcgroup.org.uk 
































